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CURRENT TOPICS. 








Tue compiere removat of the Record and Writ 
‘Clerks’ Office to the new building in Bell-yard has been 
effected this week. 





Mr. Justice Srrrury and Mr. Justice Bowen will be 
the vacation judges, and we believe it is arranged that 
Mr. Justice Stephen shall take the whole work of the 
first half of the ensuing long vacation, and Mr. 


Justice Bowen the whole work of the remainder of the 
vacation, 





Ovr corumns have recently borne witness to the interest 
“created in the profession by the proposal as to notaries 
‘which has been broached by the Incorporated Law Society. 





It will be remembered that the society proposes to intro- 

duce a Bill providing that no person (except existing 
notaries), be permitted to practise as a public notary 
until duly admitted; and that the qualification for 

admission should be the having passed an examination 

to be called the notarial examination, and either having 

passed the final examination, under the Solicitors Act—in- 

volving, of course, service under articles—or having served 

as apprentice or clerk to a public notary; but solicitors 

of not less than ten years’ standing at the passing of the 

intended Act are to be admitted as notaries without 

passing the notarial examination. The jurisdiction to 

admit to and strike off the roll of notaries is to be 
transferred to the Master of the Rolls. The effect of the 
enactment of these provisions would be to throw open the 
office of notary to every solicitor of ten years’ standing. 
Why a solicitor of less than ten years’ standing should 

be required to pass the notarial examination, from which 
the senior practitioners are exempted, it seems difficult 
to imagine. It is to be presumed that the notarial 
examination would relate to special technical knowledge 
peculiar to the notary, but as neither ten years’ 
experience, nor fifty years’ experience, in the ordinary 
business of a solicitor will give this special technical 
knowledge, the ten years’ solicitor must be on much 

the same footing (except as regards general business 

experience) as the solicitor just admitted. Why should 

he be differently treated ? As regards the policy of the 
proposed change, there is one practical argument which 

is worth a great many apprehensions and speculations. 

Country solicitors can and do become notaries, and do 

perform notarial functions without complaint or incon- 

venience to the public or the profession. The 

“ observations” of the London notaries really answer 

themselves. If notarial duties are ‘essentially differ- 

ent” from the duties of a solicitor; and if the business will 

be “ wholly unremunerative”’ if divided among a larger 

number of persons ; and if the change will ‘‘iucrease the 
difficulties on the part of solicitors;”’ and if the“ prolonged 
absence of solicitors from their offices” will “ militate 
against their acting as notaries,” the result of the pro- 
posed legislation will be that the London notaries will 
practically retain their monopoly. London solicitors are 
not, as a class, greedily anxious for troublesome and 
unremunerative work. And as for the mercantile public, 
if it is really essential that the signatures of notaries 
should be well known, that they should be thoroughly 
experienced, and possessed of large staffs of clerks skilful 
in notarial work—why, it is to be feared that the mercan- 
tile public will neglect the most fascinating brass plates 
on the solicitors’ doors, and still flock to their old friends 
the public notaries. Isit not, however, within the range 
of possibility that a little competition may tend to the 
advantage of the mercantile public in increasing the 
efficiency of these gentlemen ? 





Tue pectsion of the Court of Appeal in Ex parte 
Jones, In re Grissell, last week, setiled a point which has 
been much debated during the last few years—Can a 
married woman be made bankrupt? ‘The case of 
In re Heneage (22 W. R. 425, L. R. 9 Ch. 307), decided 
that a married woman without separate property cannot 
be made bankrupt, but Lord Justice Mellish in that case 
expressed a doubt whether, if a married woman was shown 
to have separate property, she might not be liable to an 
adjudication of bankruptcy. This question the Court 
of Appeal has now also decided in the negative. The 
ground of decision appears to be that the reason for- 
merly given for the immunity of married women—namely, 
that they could not be sued at law—has not been 
removed, A married woman is not liable to be sued 
as a feme sole, and, is not liable as a debtor, properly 
so called, although her debts are payable out of her 
separate property. As Lord Justice Cotton put it, “ The 
Judicature Acts have given no new rights against mar- 
tied women ; they have only made a difference in the 
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mode in which they may be sued. Formerly a court of 
equity, and now all the divisions of the High Court, wiil 
compel the satisfaction of an engagement out of her 
separate property. But the principle is that the mar- 
ried woman intended to contract so as to make her sepa- 
rate property the debtor. It is not the woman as a 
‘woman who becomes liable, but her engagement has made 
that part of her property which is settled to her sepa- 
rate use the debtor and liable to satisfy her engagement. 
She herself is not a debtor within the meaning of the 
Bankruptcy Act, and, therefore, she cannot be made a 
bankrupt.” The result is that the whole of the married 
woman’s separate property may be snapped up by a 
single diligent creditor. 





Tue statement of Lord Huntly in the House of 
Lords, that railway companies have for some time been 
in the habit of charging higher rates for English than 
for American agricultural produce, was met by Lord 
Henniker by expressions of surprise that no complaint 
had been laid on the part of the English farmer before 
the Railway Commissioners; but it has since been urged 
by a correspondent of the Times, that the public, which 
is more interested as a consumer than a producer in this 
matter, would lose rather than gain by an equalization 
of rates, and Mr. Talbot in the House of Commons con- 
tented himself with 4 citation of the statutes bearing 
on the point, and an assurance that the “ Board of Trade 
had no official knowledge or means of ascertaining what 
were the actual rates charged for American produce, or 
for any other goods carried on the railways.’ If it. be 
correct that the railway companies have lowered their 
rates from Liverpool to London, in order to attract a 
traffic which would otherwise be conveyed by sea, there 
is a clear ‘‘ preference’ of the American to the English 
customer; but whether there is an “undue” or “ un- 
reasonable” preference, is by no means so easy to 
determine. It was laid down, however, by Willes, J., in 
Nicholson v. Great Western Ltailway Company (5 C. B. 
N.S. 431), that when a prima facie case of inequality 
of rates is made out, the onus is cast upon the com- 
pany to justify the inequality; and this would seem 
to be the fair construction of the 2nd section of 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854. And 
although in the same case, and in many other cases, it 
was held that a preference was justified if it was based 
upon 2 consideration of a guaranteed regular traffic, the 
English farmer might derive some comfort from a per- 
usal of the case of Ransome v. Eastern Counties Rail- 
way Company (4 C. B. N.S. 135), in which certain 
Ipswich coal dealers gained a victory over the Peter- 
borough coal dealers on the ground that the scale of 
rates complained of had the effect of diminishing the 
natural advantage which Ipswich possessed over Peter- 
borough in point of proximity to particular markets. 
The question is one of importance and difficulty, 
and it is well to point out that the 6th sec- 
tion of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, for 
the first time gave the Board of Trade power to act as 
public prosecutors under the Act of 1854; for this we 
take to be the effect of the words in that section, that 
“upon a certificate of the Boord of Trade” alleging any 
violation or contravention of the 2nd section of the Act 
of 1854, ‘any person appointed by the Board of Trade 
in that behalf” may apply to the Railway Commissioners 
for an injunction. With regard to the alleged lack of 
“ official information,” it may be added that by 3&4 
Vict. c. 97, s. 3, the Board of Trade has power to direct 
every railway company to deliver a table of all rates 
and charges ‘‘ from time to time levied on cattle and 
goods conveyed by the railway.” ‘These returns, how- 
ever, have, it is believed, never been required, and it 
seems that they can only be required from al] companies 
siraultaneously. Moré particular information, however, 
as to charges seems to be accessible by inspection of the 
“ book or books,” which by section 14 of the Regulation 
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of Railways Act, 1873, ‘every railway company shal} 
keep at each of their stations, showing every rate for th. 
time being charged for the carriage of traffic, other thap 
passengers and their luggage, from that station of 
wharf to any place to which they book, including any 
rates charged under any special contract.” There would 
therefore be little or no difficulty in ascertaining ap 
rates charged in this country; though, with regard to 
“ American produce,” if there were a through boo 
from a sea port on the other side of the Atlantic, the 
case would seem not to be covered by the 14th section 
of the Act of 1873. 








CONDITIONS RESTRICTIVE OF PUR. 
CHASER'S RIGHT TO A GOOD TITLE, 


Ir is well settled that if, in a contract for purchase of 
land, it is clearly stipulated that the purchaser shal} 
accept the title without inquiry or objection, he may be 
compelled to accept and pay for a title which he can 
show to be bad. Vice-Chancellor Wood's observation in 
Darlington v. Hamilton (Kay, at p. 558), that “ whatever 
may be the terms of the conditions of sale, if the purchaser 
obtains information aliunde that the title of the vendor 
is not clear and distinct, he has a right to insist upon the 
objection,” is incorrect ; there is nothing to prevent these 
objections from being shut out by clear stipulation, 
But parties to agreements very seldom do make clear 
stipulations on this subject, and the point of difficulty 
has always been to discover the meaning of their agree. 
ments. In recent times the cases have divided themselves 
into two classes well described by the question put 
Mr. Justice Blackburn in Waddell v. Wolfe (23 W. R 
44, L. R. 9 Q. B. 515)—Does it appear that the parties 
have stipulated that the title, though bad, shall be ac 
cepted without objection, or that the vendor shall merely 
be relieved from answering requisitions on the title? | 
Of the first class, Shepherd vy. Keatley (1 Cr. M. & BR 
117), is an instance. There the condition was that the 
vendor ‘should not be obliged to produce the lessor’s 
title”; and Lord Lyndhurst said that these words 
meant nothing more than that there should be no obli- 
gation upon the vendor to produce, for the satisfaction 
of the purchaser, any evidence of the lessor’s title; but 
they did not preclude the purchaser from taking any 
objection to the validity of that title derived from another 
source. ‘This decision is comprehensible enough and 
clearly within the class; but we cannot say as much 
for the later case of Waddell v. Wolfe. In that case 
the condition was that “it shall form no objection to 
the title that such indenture [i.e., the deed with which 
the title was to commence] is an underlease, and no 
requisition or inquiry shall be made respecting the titié 
of the lessor or his superior landlord, or his right to 
grant such underlease.” ‘I'he construction put by the 
court on this condition was that no objection should be 
made to the title on the ground that the indenture was 
an uiderlease, and that no requisitions on title should be 
made of the vendor. The court thought that a distinc- 
tion was drawn in the condition between objections and 
requisitions; they treated the word ‘‘inquiry” as ex- 
plained by and synonymous with “ requisition,” and held 
that the inquiries referred to were those between vendor 
and purchaser only, and that any objection other than 
that specially guarded against was open to the purchaser. 
Of the second class Hume v. Bentley (5 De G. & Sm. 
520) is, of course, the leading example. In that case 
there was a condition, on the sale of leasehold premises, 
that “the lessors’ title shall not be shown, and shall 
not be inquired into.” In a suit to enforce specific 
performance by the vendor against the purchaser, the 
latter objected that the lessors’ title appeared by Acts of 
Parliament produced by the purchaser, which showed 
that the lessors (a Canal Company) had no power to lease 
the premises, Vice-Chancellor Parker said “ The con 


tract was that the title should not be shown, ‘The 
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question was did that oblige the purchaser to accept the 
jessors’ title, such as it was? . . . The only reason- 
able meaning of that stipulation was that inquiry was 
altogether precluded for every purpose. . . . No 
force could be given to the words ‘ that the title should 
no be inquired into,’ except as meaning that it should 
be accepted by the purchaser without objection or 
inquiry.” It will be seen that the distinction between 
the two last mentioned cases is rather refined ; and since 
Waddell v. Wolfe, it has not always been easy to decide 
into which class cases should be placed. It would have 
been more satisfactory if the last-mentioned case had 
been solely rested on the ground that, to bind a pur- 
chaser, a condition negativing his right to a good title 
must be perfectly clear and unambiguous. Mr. Justice 
Blackburn said, in the course of his judgment, that if 
the vendor meant to express that whatever the title was 
the purchaser should be bound to accept it, he ought to 
have said so in clear and unambiguous words ; and this 
we imagine was the real ground of decision. It is a pity 
it was not more boldly avowed. 

Closely allied to this is an important rule which 
must not be left out of sight. No statement must 
be made in the conditions by which the purchaser 
may be misled. This is, of course, familiar doctrine ; 
but its development in the recent decision of the 
Court of Appeal in Jn re Banister (ante, p. 562) 
is very important. In that case the Master of the 
Rolls said that “a vendor was not entitled to ask a 
purchaser to assume that to be true which he himself 
knew not to be true. The most which he could ask a 
purchaser to assume was the truth of that of which he 
himself knew nothing”; and Lord Justice Cotton added 
that “a condition of sale must be fair; no representa- 
tion must be made that could mislead the purchaser as 
to facts within the knowledge of the vendor, and he 
must not require the purchaser to accept that as the 
root of title which was not so.” The good sense and 
justice of this rule appear to be beyond question. 
There isa great difference, as regards the purchaser’s 
inclination to purchase, between the case where a con- 
dition says, or is understood to say, that “ the vendor, 
knowing nothing, will not be at the cost and trouble of 
ascertaining whether such and such facts exist, and the 
case where a condition says, or is understood to say, “ The 
purchaser shall take for granted certain facts which do 
not exist.’ There can be but little question that a 
condition requiring the purchaser to assume that certain 
facts exist, would be understood by an intending pur- 
chaser in the former sense, and it ought only to be per- 
mitted to bind him where it was made by the vendor 
bond fide—i.e., in ignorance of the actual state of the 
facts. A purchaser ought not to be asked to assume 
that which the vendor knows to be untrue. 


Let us come now to the point of these remarks—the re- 
cent case of Best v. Hamand (27 W. R. 742). In that case 
(decided before Zn re Banister), on a sale of surplus land 
ofa railway company, the following condition was made: 
—"Inasmuch as the said pieces of land form part of 
other land conveyed to the H. Railway Company by an 
indenture of conveyance dated the 22nd day of March, 
1873, the title shall commence with that conveyance, 
and the purchaser shall assume and admit that every- 
thing (if anything were necessary) was done and per- 

med by the company to enable them to sell and 
effectually convey the said pieces of land as surplus. 
land, and shall not call for, or require production of, 
any evidence to this effect.” Now the language here is 
explicit enough. Clearly something more was intended 
than merely shutting out the purchaser's right to require 
answers to requisitions, So far, no doubt, the Court of 
Appeal were right in holding that the case did not fall 
Within the first class above-mentioned. But was the 
Condition a fair one? It may be questioned whether, 
even upon the decisions as they stood at the time Best 
¥. Hamand was decided, the purchaser ought to have 





which required him to admit “that everything (if any- 
thing were necessary) was done,” &c. 

But upon the principles laid down by the Court of 
Appeal a few weeks after the decision in Best v. Hamand 
a much more serious question arises. In Best vy. 
Hamand the purchaser was asked to assume that which 
the vendor must have known to be untrue. As a matter 
of fact none of the offers to prior and adjoining owners, 
required by section 128 of the Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act, had been made; hence everything had not been done 
and performed to enable the vendor to sell the land as 
surplus land. The vendor did not stipulate, as Lord 
Justice James seems to think he did, that the purchaser 
‘“‘ was to take such title as the vendor had ”—if he had, 
no question could have arisen. Instead of this, he 
adopted a form of stipulation which might lead the pur- 
chaser to suppose that the vendor had a good title, but 
did not wish to be put to any trouble or expense with 
reference to it. We cannot but think that, having re- 
gard to the subsequent judgment of the Court of Appeal 
(differently constituted) in Jn re Banister, the decision 
in Best v. Hamand must be regarded as questionable, 
and ought to be acted upon with great caution, 








Rebtews. 
TRADE MARKS. 


A Dicest or Caszs or Trapz Mark, Trape Name, Traps 
Secret, GoopwiLl, &c., DECIDED IN THE CouRTS OF THE 
Unitep Kriyepom, Invi, THE CoLonrges, AND THE UNITED 
Srares. By Lewis Boyp Sznasrtan, Esq., Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons. 


New law brings new and strange wants in the shape 
of law books. If the jovial little party of lawyers, who 
in the old times used to practise in the Rolls Court after 
dinner, had been informed that there would hereafter be 
published a law book with such attractive heads in 
the index as “Julienne Soup,” “LL Whiskey,” ‘‘ Old 
London Dock Gin,’”’ and “ Macaroni,” they would have 
raised a shout of derision. Yet here is a legal work 
which includes, not only these subjects, but a great 
variety of other more or less attractive topics, from 
“‘ Madame Louise” to Parson’s Purgative Pills (or 
P. P. P., as that remedy appears to be familiarly called). 
Mr. Sebastian’s idea is a good one, and he has shown 
great industry and care in carrying it into execution. 
He has apparently ransacked all the current reports, 
authorized and unauthorized, of the English-speaking 
countries, and, as regards English cases, has obtained 
access to the shorthand notes at the Trade Marks 
Registry Office. The result of his labours is a digest 
which will be of very great value to all practitioners 
who have to advise on matters connected with trade 
marks, Comparatively few of the numerous cases which 
have been decided on the Trade Mark Acts have found 
their way into the series of reports on the lawyers’ 
shelves, yet a knowledge of the practical working of the 
Acts can only be gained through these decisions. To 
his digest of many of the cases Mr. Sebastian has 
appended extracts from the judgments, consisting of 
statements of law of general application. These appear 
to be generally very well selected, but Lord Cairns’ 
dictum in Maxwell v. Hogg (p. 157) should hardly have 
been cited, or at all events not without a reference to 
the very pointed observations upon it of the Master of 
the Rolls in Levy v. Walker (see 27 W. R, 370). 





‘AUCTIONEERS. 


AND 
Crosby, 


Lranturrms. By 


Averronrers: Turm Dvutres 
Lockwood & 


Rongert Saumns, Auctioneer, 
Co, 

Mr. Squibbs states his aim to be to produce “a beok 
of a semi-leyal character” (the italics are bis), and he 





considered as fairly dealt with by a condition 
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expresses an opinion that, “‘ whether the book is one of 
the kind which will meet the object in view is a question 
the answer to which must be gathered from its own 
pages.” We entirely agree; but feel that, first of all, 
it may be desirable to ascertain what kind of a produc- 
tion Mr. Squibbs means bya book of a “semi-legal 
character.” So far as we can gather from the subse- 
quent pages of the preface, it seems to be a work com- 
posed, in part, of “‘ particular cases chosen from the law 
reports,” and of “compilations and quotations from legal 
treatises,’ and in part of “reflections and observations 
which to [sic] my senior brother practitioners may be 
considered discursive and as little adding to their know- 
ledge and experience.” Still, as ‘‘ that eminent convey- 
ancing counsel and lawyer, Joshua Williams, Esq., Q.C. 
(one of the conveyancing counsel to the Court of 
Chancery [this is news for Mr. Williams] ),” addressed 
his works on real and personal property to the legal 
student, co Mr. Squibbs pursues the subject of the 
auctioneer’s duties and liabilities for the benefit more 
aspecially of the auctioneer’s pupil, who, he says, “is 
naturally and confessedly entitled to some literature 
pearing more especially on his business.” This is a 
novel and alarming view of the natural rights of the 
portion of mankind who spend their youth in auctioneers’ 
offices, 

The pupils Mr. Squibbs addresses have, at all events, 
no reason to complain of want of comprehensive treat- 
ment of the subject by their preceptor. He traces the 
history of the auctioneer from the wife auctions of the 
Babylonians down to the present day, and points out 
that in the great commercial eras of the Old World “‘ the 
auctioneer seems to have borne a part alike honourable 
as important,” for as he adds later on, “‘ if kings have 
ruled empires, auctioneers have disposed of them, for 
after the death of Pertinex [sic], a.v. 193, the Pra- 
torian Guards put up the Roman empire at auction.” 

Leaving Mr. Squibbs’ historical studies, we find, at 
pages 28, 29, a few practical hints upon the question of 
refreshments at auctions. ‘In country sales of land a 
little wholesome refreshment will,” Mr. Squibbs thinks, 
** prove beneficial to the vendor,” although he ought not 
to “‘ exceed the ordinary limits of good taste and sound 
discretion.” These limits appear to have been exceeded 
at a sale mentioned on the previous page, where a prop- 
erty of about twenty acres of land, divided into five lots, 
was put up for sale; one lot only wes sold, about 
thirty people were present, and the actual business of the 
sale lasted half-an-hour; but “when the bill for refresh- 
ments came in 400 grogs were debited, We naturally,” 
says Mr. Squibbs, ‘‘ felt some sympathy for the predilec- 
tions of such a wet parish, bat the bill, of course, be- 
came the subject of arbitration.” 

In part 1 of chapter 3 Mr. Squibbs discusses the 
decisions affecting auctioneers’ duties and liabilities. We 
cannot pretend to go over all the cases dealt with, but our 
attention was attracted by the novel heading in the 
table of contents (p. 7), “Does an auctioneer ‘ hate’ 
himself when puffers are employed?” This appeared to 
be a question of pyschological as well as legal interest, 
and we turned with much anxiety to the portion of the 
chapter relating to the matter, but were disappointed to 
find nothing more than a statement of Woodward v. 
Millar (1 Coll, 279), where it was stated in evidence 
that the auctioneer had said that “if there were any 
puffers in the room he should hate himself.” The in- 
teresting question propounded in the table of contents, 
unhappily, does not appear to be answered. Part 2 of 
this chapter contains ‘ General Remarks on Auctioneers’ 
Duties and Liabilities” ; then follow chapters on Particu- 
lars of Sale, Conditions of Sale, Valuing, General 
Practice, Titles and Lease, Agency; and, in addition to 
all this, we have, in chapter 9, “A Short History of 
Property Law,” concluding as to real property, ‘‘ by 
merely stating that the last Land Transfer Bill, intro- 
duced by Lord Cairns, or through him, by a Conserva- 
tive Government, was the most Radical and Democratic 





————— 
system which a leading member of a Conservatiye 
Government could thrust upon a sensitive and deeply. 
prejudiced landed proprietary.” After much considera. 
tion we are unable to decide whether this is intended gy 
a compliment or reproof to the Chancellor. 


HIGHWAY ACTS. 


Tue Hicuway Acts, 1862—1878 ; rwz Locomotive Avcrg, 
1861—1878; anp THE GENERAL PROVISIONS OF raHE 
Turnrrme Continvance Acts, 1863—1878, wirn Iy- 
TropucTion, Norss, &c. By ALexanper Gten, Barris. 
ter-at-Law. Firrn Epition. Knight & Co. 


This edition of Mr. Glen’s useful book has been en. 
larged by the addition of the Acts relating to the use of 
locomotives on highways, and a summary of these Acts 
is given in part 2 of the introduction. The index hay 
been improved, and the recent cases are briefly digested 
in the notes to the sections. 
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General CarresponVewce. 


To CorREsPONDENTS.—MonxkcuHEsTER.—Next week. 


NOTARIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I agree with your correspondents in deprecating 
the proposed distinction between solicitors of ten years 
standing and younger men, but I do not see why any 
man should be admitted as a notary without giving 
proof that he understands the special business, unless an 
overpowering case can in any instance be made outon 
the score of public convenience. 

I am aware that country notaries are, under the 
present system, appointed without such proof; but 
I am not supporting the present system. On the con 
trary, I agree that notaries ought to be placed ona different 
footing, and under a different régime. I do not see, 
however, what advantage is to accrue to the public or to 
solicitors from throwing open the office to all. Without 
indorsing all the arguments advanced by the Notaries’ 
Society, I concur in the propriety of limiting their number 
by reference to population. As regards London, I don’t 
see any existing grievance in practice, though I am im 
favour of making the notaries a class among solicitors. 

To throw open notarial practice to solicitors in general 
would, or might, have one effect which I deprecate—viz, 
causing real notarial work to be done for half charges. 
I don’t think it is more properly the subject of partition 
of profits than brokers’ commission, as to which I hold 
the opinions expressed by Mr. Lake, and indorsed by 
the council of the society. For these reasons I should 
have voted for Mr. Gedge’s amendment if I had been 
able to attend the meeting on Friday week. 

I only add that I have no personal interest in the 
question, directly or indirectly. x. 


SOLICITORS CALL TO THE BAR. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 
Sir,—In the necessarily compressed report of my 

re marks at the annual meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society, I am made to say, without explanation, that I 
consider five years too short a probation in the one 
branch to entitle a man to be called, as of right, to the 
other. What 1 suggested was that that period was too 
short to insure the acceptance of the clause by the 
House of Commons; in other words, that it might be 
th ought to open the door to mere experimental admis- 
sion to create a connection for a subsequent call. 
take the real complaint to be that after a long and tried 
experience we solicitors are placed on a footing with 
mere students, an obvious injustice in which I feel 
deep personal interest, 
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As to five years being named because such limit is 
fixed in that unreciprocal Act facilitating the admission 
of barristers to our branch, I have been unable at present 
to find anybody who has availed himself of it; indeed, 
the language of the section is so obscure that I cannot 
make out whether a barrister’s call for five years dis- 

ses with articles altogether, or only our final exam- 
jnation. Perhaps some of your readers can enlighten 
me on this ? 

Let me add that I am opposed to solicitors escaping 
the educational test for the bar (unless they have passed 
‘the articled clerks’ preliminary examination); for any 
man who aspires to public advocacy ought to, at least, 
have what has been appropriately termed “a polite 
knowledge ” ; indeed, as I have many a time argued in 
your columns, I am for asking no favour whatever be- 
yond a mere short cut as regards loss of time. To ask 
a solicitor to relinquish a possibly flourishing business 
and submit to three years’ enforced idleness (even 
though he may be able to sell to a partner for an 
annuity), isa practical exclusion from the bar; but I 
shall be agreeably surprised if we meet with anything 
‘but the stoutest opposition at all points. 

City, July 22. Francis K. Munrton. 





Cases of the Geek. 


PracticE—Extenpine Time For APPEALING—ADJUDI- 
cATION OF Banxruptoy—Tarrp Partry—Banxruprcy Act, 
1869, s. 71—Orp. 58, r. 15.—In a case of Ex parte Tucker, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 16th inst., an application 
was made for an extension of the time for appealing from 
an adjudication of bankruptcy under the following circum- 
stances :—The adjadication was made in November, 1878, 
apon a petition which alleged that the debtor had com- 
mitted two acts of bankruptcy, one on the 24th of Sep- 
tember, and another in October, 1878. The order of adju- 
-dication stated in the usual way that the acts of bankruptcy 
alleged had been proved to the satisfaction of thecourt. In 
July, 1879, the trustee served notice on the applicant of a 
motion for an order that he should repay a sum of money 
which he had received from the bankrupt on the 24th of 
September, and with notice of the alleged act of bank- 
ruptey on that day. The applicant was not a party to the 
making of the order of adjudication, and he alleged that 
the supposed act of bankruptcy on the 24th of September 
had never been committed, But as, according to the 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Ex parte Learoyd (27 
'W. R. 277, L. R. 10 Ch. D. 3), he could not be heard to 





“dispute the act of bankruptcy upon which the adjudication 


was founded so long as the order of adjudication remained, 
he asked for leave to appeal from the adjudication as a 


“person aggrieved by it, notwithstanding the expiration of 


the twenty-one days limited for bringing an appeal. The 
court (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) held that, under 
the circumstances, leave to appeal oughé to be given, and 
that the applicant had not been guilty of any daches disen- 
titling him to the indulgence which he asked. 


Rient or Market—InTeRFERENCE—OPpENING MARKET 
on Dirrerent Day From THAT OF O1D MarKEet—INTERLO- 
cuToRY INsJUNCTION—BALANCE OF OONVENIENCE AND IN- 
CONVENIENCE.—On the 16th inst, the Court of Appeal 
seme Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) reversed the decision of 

esse], M.R., in the case of Elwes v. Payne (27 W. R. 704, 
ante, p. 501). The plaintiffs were the owners of an ancient 
tight of market, dating from the reign of Henry III., and 
enjoyed ever since withont interraption, their market being 
held every Thursday. ‘The defendants, who were auction- 
ers, had recently taken a lease of a piece of land in the 
immediate neighbourhood of the plaintiffs’ market, and 

announced their intention of holding there every 
day public sales by auction of cattle and sheep. The 
Plaintiffs brougbt an action claiming an injanction to re- 
strain the defendants from holding these intended sales, on 
ground that they woald be an interference with the 
‘Plaintiffs’ right. The Master of the Rolls was of opinion 





that, as the defendants’ market was to be held on a 
different day from the plaintiffs’, it was necessary for the 
plairtiffs to prove actual damage; but he thought that 
there was sufficient evidence of damage, and that, on the 
balance of convenience, less injury would be done by pre- 
venting the defendants from selling for a time than by 
allowing them to hold their sales until the trial of the 
action, and so, perhaps, to inflict an irreparable injary on 
the plaintiffs’ market, anc his lordship accordingly granted 
an injunction until the trial of the action, the plaintiffs 
giving the usual undertaking as to damages. The Court 
of Appeal held that, on the balance of convenience, the 
injunction ought not to have been granted, and they 
accordingly dissolved it, but required the defendants to 
undertake to keep an account of all the animals intrusted 
to them for sale, and of the moneys received by them in 
respect of them. James, L.J., said that, according to his 

view, the order of the Master of the Rolls was contrary to 
the practice of the court. This was the first time he had 

ever heard of an interlocutory injunction being granted in 
respect of such a right. The court ought not to interfere 
with the primé facie legal right of the defendants to carry 
on their business and sell cattle and sheep on their own land. 
It was possible that in so doing they might be interfering 
with the plaintiffs’ rights, but that was the question which 
would have to be determined at the trial of the action. If the 
injunction was granted, the defendants might be stopped 
from carrying on a very valuable trade, and, if it should 
turn out at the trial that they were in the right, his lord- 
ship did not see how the compensation which they ought 
to receive could be ascertained. On the other hand, if the 
plaintiffs should succeed at the trial, there would be no 
difficulty in giving them fall compensation. The defend- 
ants in that case would have to pay the plaintiffs the fall 

toll on every animal which they had sold, and it would be 
assumed against them, as wrongdoers, that every animal 
which they had sold would have been otherwise sold at 
the plaintiffs’ market. His lordship could not accede to 
the view that the temporary withdrawal of some animals 

from the plaintiffs’ market until the trial of the action 
could have any effect whatever on its permanent character. 





ConTsmMPT—BREACH OF Ex PARTE [NJUNCTION—OMISSION 
IN Copy oF OxDER SERVEO.—In a case of Hague v. Milton, 
before the Courtot Appeal on the 16th inst., the plaintiff by his 
writ claimed an injunction to restrain the defendants from per- 
forming in a theatre at Dublin, in alleged violation of an 
agreement into which they had entered with the plaintiff. The 
plaintiff moved ex parte for an injunction, and Hall, V.C., 
made an order restraining the defendants from performing at 
a specified theatre, or elsewhere in Dublin. Notice of the 
injunction was sent to the defendants by a telegram, which 
stated that they were restrained from performing in Dublin. 
Afterwards that which purported to be a copy of the order was 
served on the defendants, but in this copy the words ‘‘or 
elsewhere” were omitted, and the order thus apparently re- 
strained them only from performing in the specified theatre. 
The defendants then performed in another theatre in Dublin, 
It was alleged that in so doing they had committed a breach * 
of the injunction, and the plaintiff moved to commit them. 
Hall, V.C., refused the motion, and the Court of Appeal 
(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), affirmed his decision. 
They said that, the motion being an ex parte one, the case 
was not like that of a defendant being present in court and 
hearing the actual terms of the order made. In such a case, 
the defendant could not avail himself of an error in the copy 
of the order afterwards served on him. Bu’, in the present 
case, the proceedings being ex parte, the defendants were en- 
titled to rely upon the copy of the order which was served on 
them as limiting the generality of the previous telegram. 
The plaintiff must take the consequences of his own 
error. 

Bankruprcy—Marritn Woman—Separats Estate— 
ENGAGEMENT ConrracteD DURING CovertTURE—Drsror’s 
Summons—Banxrvprey Act, 1869, ss. 6, 7—MarRRI=D 
Woman's Property Act, 1870.—In a case of Be parte 
Jones, before the Court of Appeal on the 17th inst, the 
question whether a married woman is now liable to 
an adjudication of bankruptcy was again raised, A 
married woman was, under the settlement made on 
her marriage, entitled to an income for her separate 
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use, and a debtor’s summons was issued against her by a 
person in wiose favour she had, after her marriage, drawn 
a cheque upon her own bankers, the cheque having been 
afterwards, by her directions, refused payment on presen- 
tation to the bankers. The court (James, Brett, and 
Cotton, L.JJ.), held that the summons must be dismissed, 
on the simple ground that the alleged debtor was a married 
woman, and, therefore, not liable to the bankruptcy law. 
That law, they said, applies only to debtors, i.e., to persons 
who could be sued in what was formerly called a common 
Jaw action for a debt, and who were liable in such an 
action to a personal judgment with all its consequences. 
That was not the ordinary position of a married woman. 
Her separate estate could, formerly in a court of equity, 
and now in all the divisions of the High Court, be attached 
te satisfy her engagements with persons who had con- 
tracted with her on the faith of it. But that was, not be- 
cause she had become herself a debtor, but because she 
had made her separate estate a debtor. The judgment was 
not a personal one, but only a judgment against the 
separate estate. The Married Woman’s Property Act did 
not affect the case at alJ, nor did the Judicature Acts, No 
doubt married women who had traded separately from 
their husbands urder the custom of the city of London 
had been held liable to the bankrupt laws, but that was 
because under the custom a married woman was liable to 
be sued in a common law action as if she was a feme sole, 
and consequently it was held that she was also entitled to 
the protection of the bankrupt law. But that reason had 
no application to a case where there was no personal lia- 
bility on the part of the married woman. 


Bankruptcy — Proor — Mutrvat Crepit — EQuiraBLE 
Set-orF—Banxrvrtcy Act, 1869, s. 39.—In a case of 
Ex parte Morier, before the Court of Appeal on the 17th 
inst., a question arose as to the right of set-off by a creditor 
making a proof in a liquidation. The liquidating debtors 
were bankers. At the time of their stoppage the creditor’s 
current account was overdrawn to the extent of £1,206. At 
the same time there was standing to the credit of another 
account in the joint names of the creditor and his sister, as 
executors of the will of their father, a balance of £1,404. The 
brother was the sole residuary legatee under the father’s will. 
The father’s debts and funeral and testamentary expenses and 
legacies had a!] been paid, and securities had been set apart 
to answer some annuities bequeathed by his will. There 
were, however, outstanding debts to the ameunt of about £60, 
which had been incurred by the executors in the administra- 
tion of the estate, and against which they were entitled to 
be indemnified out of it. Subject to these claims, and to the 
sufficiency of the securities set apart for the annuities, 
the balance in the bankers’ hands on the joint account was 
in equity the sole property of the brother. Under these 
circumstances he claimed to set off the £1,206, due from him 
to the bankers, azainst the £1,404 due from them on the 
joint account, and to prove in the liquidation for the balance 
of £198. The court (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.), 
however, held that there was no ground for allowing this 
set-off, but that the £1,206 must be paid to the trustee in 
the liquidation, and proof be made for the £1,404. Brett, 
L.J., said that the set-off could not be allowed unless the 
brother was so much the sole beneficial owner of the balance 
standing in the joint names that a court of equity, without 
any terms or any further inquiry, would have compelled the 
sister to join in transferring the balance into her brother's 
sole name. This could not have been done so long as there 
were joint liabilities outstanding, in respect of which the 
brother and sister were entitlea to be indemnified out of the 
fand which stood in their joint names. Their lordships said 
that the case of Bailey v. Finch (20 W. R. 294, L. R. 7Q. 
B. 34), upon whi h reliance had been placed in support of 
the claim to set off, was distinguishable, because there the 
person who claimed the set-off was the legal owner of both 
funds—of one in his own right, and of the other as executor, he 
being also residuary legatee—and the ground of the decision 
was that there was no notice of any equitable title to displace 

eclaimant’s legal title as executor. 





Practice—JvRispicTioOn—AprrraL tO Hovsxe or Lorps 
—Srayinc Distxinvution or Funp—Orp. 52, x. 3.—In a 
cane Of Sturla y. Freccia, before the Court of Appeal on the 








28rd inst., a question arose as to the jurisdiction of the court» 
to stay the distribution of a fund, pending an appeal to the 
House of Lords. The plaintiff in the action claimed to be. 
the next of kin of an intestate; the defendants were five. 
persons, who, in a former action of Polini v. Gray, and two 
other actions, had been found to be the next of kin of the 
intestate. An order had been made for the distribution of the: 
fund among them, and before the action of Sturla v. Freccia 
was commenced, their shares had been tiansferred to their 
separate accounts, and two of them had actually received 
payment of their shares. The plaintiff in Sturla v. Freccia 
was not a party to the former actions, Before, however, the 
other three shares had been paid out, she obtained an injunc- 
tion restraining the payment out, and, after the issue of 
the writ in Sturla v. Freccia, the injunction was continued 
till after the trial of that action. At the trial Malins, V.C., 
decided that the plaintiff had not made out her claim, and dis- 
missed her action, but at thesame time he continued the injune-. 
tion in the three other actionsuntil further order. The case was 
then taken to the Court of Appeal, the defendants giving a 
cross notice of appeal to dissolve the injunction. The court 
affirmed the decision of the vice-chancellor, and gave judg. 
ment dismissing the appeal and dissolving the injunction, 
Before the order of the Court of Appeal bad been passed and 
entered, the plaintiff applied to stay its delivery out, or to 
continue the injunction pending an appeal to the House of 
Lords, which she was about to present, alleging that, if the 
funds were paid out, the appeal would be nugatory, the de- 
fendants being persons resident in Italy. The application 
was heard on the 16th inst. by James, Breté, and Cotton, 
L.JJ., who reserved their judgment, feeling some doubt ss 
to their jurisdiction to make the order, the case not being 
one where the court was asked to stay the payment of a fund 
under its control. By the direction of the court the case was 
re-argued on the question of jurisdiction on the 23rd inst, 
before the same judges, with the addition of Jessel, M.R., 
when they decided that they had jurisdiction to make tho 
order, and made it accordingly. Jessel, M.R., said it must. 
not be supposed that such an order was a matter of course ; 
it ought only to be made under special and peculiar circum- 
stances. 





InsuRANCE CompaNy—Bonus—PERIoDIcCAL PAYMENT— 
“ Pustic Company”—APprorTIONMENT Act, 1870 (33 & 
34 Vict. c. 35) ss, 2, 5.—In the case of Re Griffith, Carr v. 
Griffith, before the Master of the Rolls on the 17th inst., a 
question arose whether bonuses of an assurance company 
were subject to the Apportionment Act, 1870, under the 
following circumstances:-—A life assurance company was 
established in 1843, regulated by a deed of settlement. In 
1868 the company obtained an Act of Parliament giving 
them certain rights, and, amongst others, a right to sue and 
be sued in their corporate name. By the provisions of the 
deed of settlement, in every fifth year a division of a certain 
share of the net profits during the preceding five years was 
to be made by the directors amongst the shareholders, The 
division was to be made every five years, unless altered by 
the vote of a general meeting of the company. The testator 
in the cause was a shareholder in the company, and had died: 
in the interval between the two declarations of profits by the 
company, and the question was argued whether, as between 
the specific legatee of the shares and the residuary legatees, 
the bonuses were apportionable under the Act. By section 
2 of the Apportionment Act, 1870, all dividends and other 
periodical payments in the nature of income are, like interest 
on money, to be considered as accruing from day to day 
and apportionable in respect of time accordingly. By the 
interpretation clause, section 5, the word “dividend ”’ is to 
include ‘‘all payments made by the name of dividend, 
bonus, or otherwise out of the revenue of trading or other 
public companies, divisible between all or any of the 
members of such respective companies, whether such pay- 
ments shall be usually made or declared at any fixed times 
or otherwise ;’’ but the word “ dividend” is not to include 
payments in the nature of a return or reimbursement of 
capital. Two points were argued—whether the bonuses could. 
be considered as coming within the above words, and also 
whether the assurance company could to said to be a ‘* trad- 
ing or other public company” within the section. The 
Master of the Rolls said that, although the preamble of the 
Act and also its title only referred to periodical peyreenyy 
nothing could be clearer than that the enacting part includ 
payments other than pericdical, and that where the body of 
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the Act was unambiguous it was unnecessary to refer to the 
ble for any explanation. The word bonus in the 5th 

gection pointed to an irregular payment, and there were 

also the words whether made “‘at any fixed times cr other- 

wise.” It was quite true that the bonus periods might be 

altered by the consent of a general meeting, but according 

to his view of the Act it was quite immaterial whether such 

jods were fixed or not, and that in either event the 

tonuses when declared would be within the Act. As 
to the question whether this was a payment out of 
revenue,” according to the terms of the deed of 
settlement, it was to be made out of profits, and, 
therefore, in his opinion, they must properly be 
considered as made out of revenue. The only other question 
was whether this company could be said to be a 
“trading or other public company,” so as to fall within the 
words of the section. It had been decided in Jones v. Ogle, 
(L.R. 8 Ch. 192), that a trading company meant a public com- 
gany,'and therefore all he had to consider was was this ever a 
“pablic company.” He should decline to give any fixed 
definition as to what constituted a public company or what 
indicia were necessary for the purpose, and in fact it was 
undesirable to give any definition. In the present case, how- 
ever, he was clear that the assurance company was undoubt- 
edly a public company. It was incorporated by a deed of 
settlement, with a large capital, and had a number of share- 

holders who could transfer their shares according to the 
provisions of the deed. The company had, moreover, in 1861 
obtained an Act of Parliament giving them the right to sue 
or be sued in their own name, and also various other rights. 
Under these circumstances he should give no definition, but, 
sitting as judge and jury, he was clear it was a public com- 
pany, and hence within the provisions of the Act. As the 
‘testator had died between two bonus periods, the specific 
legatee of the shares would only be entitled to the apportioned 
part of the bonuses from the death of the testator. 








Obituarp. 
MR. J. W. DOWSON. 


We regret to announce the death, on the 12th inst., of 
Mr. John Withers Dowson, solicitor, of Norwich. Mr, 
Dowson was the son of Mr. Benjamin Dowson, a well- 
known merchant, and was born in 1800 at Geldeston, 
near Beccles. He was educated at the Norwich Grammar 
School by Dr. Valpy, and was articled to a London firm of 
solicitors. After he had been admitted he came to Norwich 
to practise, At this early period of his career, says the 
Norfolk News, Mr. Dowson associated himself with every 
movement that was calculated to strengthen the moral 
énd intellectual calibre of the young men of Norwich. He 
was secretary to the Mechanics’ Institute, which was 
started in 1823, and in connection with this institution es- 
tablished and actively supported the debating class which 
was famous forty-three years ago, where men, who after- 
wards became prominent, got their first practice in public 
speaking. He became a member of the corporation, and 
was for many years the representative of the Seventh Ward. 
Yor a long period he was a member of the Board of 
Guardians, and throughout his connection with that body 
he paid the greatest attention to the conduct of the ad- 
ministration of the poor law. The deceased gentleman 
was also one of the Charity Trustees (General List). But it 
8 a8 a devoted friend of the young, as the helper of those 
‘who helped themselves, that Mr. Dowson’s memory will 
kong be cherished, The excellent schools connected with 
the Octagon Unitarian Chapel always had his watchful 
tolicitude, and seldom was there held any meeting of 
scholars, young or old, without his presence. At early 
morning Mr. Dowson was accustomed to gather round him 
in his office—which had more the semblance of a school- 
toom, as it was fitted up with school desks—nambers of 
ae men and women, and instract themin French, Latin, 

reek, and mathematics. Not a few owe much of that 
higher culture they have attained to the sympathizing help 

t. Dowson. It was in recognition of his unfailing in- 
terest in educational work that a large number of the 
Citizens elected him to the first School Board. Daring the 
few years Mr. Dowson had retired from active public 





life. On bis seventieth birthday the old scholars of the 
Octagon presented him with his portrait, and only a few 
months ago the young scholars showed their regard for 
him by a presentation. Mr. Dowson’s remains were fol- 
lowed to the grave by hundreds of persons. So numerous, 
indeed, says the local paper, were the persons who attended 
to show their respect for the deceased that the body was 
carried at once to the grave instead of into the chapel, and 
there the whole of the service for the dead was read by the 
Rev. Enfield Dowson. The Norwich School Board, on the 
motion of the Rev. Canon Heaviside, passed a resolution— 
“‘ That this board deeply laments the loss that has fallen 
on the city by the death of Mr. J. W. Dowson, who devoted 
much of the energy of a long life in encouraging benevo- 
lent and philanthropic objects in this city, and especially 
in the cause of promoting education amongst the poor, 
and that, in recognition of his services on the School Board 
from 1871 to 1877, this board begs to express to his widow 
and family their sincerest sympathy and condolence in the 
loss they have sustained’’; and the Rev, G. Gould, in 
seconding the motion, said that ‘*he did not know that 
for the last quarter of a century there had passed away 
from amongst the citizens of Norwich a man whose place 
it would be more difficult to fill—a man who entitled him- 
self more thoroughly to the highest respect of all those 
who could appreciate modest, unobtrusive work.” 





MR. PHILIP LONGMORE. 


Mr. Philip Longmore, solicitor, died at his residence, The 
Castle, Hertford, on the 18th inst., in his eightieth year. 
Mr. Longmore was a member of an Essex family, and was 
born in 1799. He was admitted a solicitor in 1821, and soon 
afterwards commenced to practise at Hertford in partnership 
with the late Mr. George Nicholson. On the dissolution of 
the partnership, Mr. Nicholson removed to London, the 
Hertford business remaining io the hands of Mr. Longmore, 
who was afterwards associated with the late Mr. Thomas 
Sworder, and still more recently with his son, Mr. Matthew 
Skinner, Longmore, who died about two years ago. Mr. 
Longmore sen., had retired from private practice, thoagh he 
was still one of the county treasurers for Hertfordshire, clerk to 
to the County Magistrates at Hertford and Welwyn, and 
clerk to the Commissioners of Income, Property, and 
Assessed Taxes for the Hundreds of Hertford and Broad- 
water. He was a perpetual commissioner for Hertfordshire, 
and for many years served the office of under-sheriff. He 
was for a short time coroner for the Hertford District of the 
county, and for over thirty years town clerk of the borough 
of Hertford. He managed many county and borough elections 
for the Conservative party. Mr. Longmore was solicitor to 
many of the leading county gentry, and his sound advice and 
business-like qualities were highly valued by the magistrates 
and members of the corporation. 





MR. HENRY MORRIS. 


Mr. Henry Morris, solicitor, of Shrewsbury, died suddenly 
at Ash Grove, near Whitchurch, on the l4thinst. Mr. Morris 
was on a visit to Mr. Tudman at that place, and was found 
dead in his bed. At the coroner’s inquest, the medical evi- 
dence showed that the death was caused by disease of the 
heart. The occurrence has caused great sorrow at Shrews- 
bury, where the deceased was greatly respected. He was the 
son of the late Mr. John Morris, of Freckwell, and was bora 
in 1821. He was formerly a clerk in the office of Messrs. 
Adams & Sons, of Darlaston, and was afterwards managiug 
clerk to Messrs. Loxdale & Peele, of Shrewsbury. He was 
afterwards articled to Mr. George Gordon, of the same town, 
and was admitted a solicitor in 1865. He wasa commis- 
sioner to administer oaths in the Supreme Court, and a 
perpetual commissioner for Shropshire ; and was for several 
years clerk to the Governors of the Shrewsbury Incorporation 
of the Poor. He was also clerk to the Condover Highway 
Board, and to the Commissioners of Taxes for the Condover 
and Cherbury Divisions of the county. He was for nine 
years a member of the Shrewsbury Town Council, as a 





representative of the Castle Ward West. 
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Appointments, Ete. 


M1. Joseru Barcuay, solicitor, of Macclesfield, has been 
elected Town Clerk of Macclesfield. Mr. Barclay was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1862, and was for several years one of 
the borough aldermen. 


Mr. Joun Moxon Ciazon, solicitor, of 21, Great George- 
street, Westminster, has been elected Vice-President of the 
Incorporated Law Society for the ensuing year. Mr. Clabon 
was admitted a solicitor in 1837, and is charman of the 
Equity and Law Life Assurance Company, director of the 
Law Association, and the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 
and of the Law Fire Insurance Company, and the Law 
Reversionary Inter:st Society; and solicitor to the Charity 
Commissioners and to the Attorney-General in charity 
matters. He is in,the commission of the peace for the 
county of Kent. 


Mr. James Samvet Corx, solicitor, of 1, Salisbury-street, 
Strand, W.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to ad- 
minister Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Stantey Kewney, solicitor, of North Shields, has 
been elected Clerk to the Magistrates for the Borough of 
Tynemouth, in succession to Mr. Henry Dale, deceased. 
Mr. Kewney was admitted a solicitor in 1869, and un to the 
7th inst., the date of his new appointment, was solicitor to the 
North and South Shields Licensed Victuallers’ Association, 
which position be beld for a period of eight years. 


Mr. Lortvus Ricuarp TorrenuamM, of the Bengal Civil 
Service, has been appointed a Judge of the High Court of 
Judicature at Calcutta, in the place of Mr. Ernest George 
Birch, resigned. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIP. 


Joun Wiiuramson Brown and Henry LanostaFFe 
Forster, 29, Grainger-street West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
solicitors (Forster, Brown), & Forster), (business carried on 
by Jobn Williamson Brown. July 12. (Gazette, July 18.) 

Roper? Sarto Hawks, Freperick WILLMoTT, and 
James Joun Stokes, 101, Borough High-street, Southwerk, 
solicitors (Hawks, Willmott, & Stokes), so far as concerns 
F. Willmott. June 30. (Gazette, July 18.) 





Companies. 


DECISIONS TO BE NOTED. 


Persons SUMMONED as WITNESSES tNDER SECTION 
115 or tHe CompaNnigs Act, 1862.—Where the court 
below deems that there is a question that ought to be 
inquired into concerning the trade, dealings, estate, or 
effects of a company in voluntary liquidation, and summons 
both officers of the company and mere witnesses to give 
information on the above subjects, the Court of Appeal will 
not interfere with the discretion of the judge in the 
absence of abuse of the process of the court. Jessel, M.R., 
and Baggallay, L.J., expressed ap opinion that there is no 
right of appeal on the part of any persons sammoned under 
section 115 as mere witnesses.—In re The Gold Company, 
Limited (No. 2), C. A., 27 W. R. 757 (Buckley, 240). 





DissotutTion or Company on Votuntary WINDING UP, 
Under section 142 of the Companies Act, 1862, the 
effairs of the company must be ‘‘fully wound up” 
before the liquidators’ accounts are submitted. The affairs 
of & company are “fully wound up” within the mean- 
ning of the section when all has been done that the 
liquidators can do to wind them ap, even though there 
may be some assets outstanding or debts unpaid; and 
when there has been a dissolution of a company under 
a voluntary winding up, the court has no jorisdiction 
to impeach that dissolution unless there bas been fraad 
in the proceedings.—In re London and Caledonian Marine 
Insurance Company, C. A., 27 W. BR. 713 (Buckley, 265, 
note (i) ). 








> 
Winping-ue Petition BY FOLuy PAID-UP Suapg 
HOLDER, —On a winding-up petition by a holder of 
fully paid-up shares, he must sofficiently allege agg 
prove @ tangi2le interest. Jessel, M.R., said: “I 
say @ word or two on the law as regards the position of 
petitioner holding fally paid-up sbares. He is nob liable 
to contribute anything towards the assets of the com 
and, if he has any interest at all, it mast be that after 
payment of all the debts and liabilities of the 
there will remain a surplus divisible among the gsharo, 
holders of sufficient value to authorize him to present g 
petition. That being his position, and the rule being thay 
the petitioner must succeed upon allegations which ar 
proved, of course the petitioner must show the court 
sufficient allegation that he has a sufficient interest tp 
entitle him to ask for the winding up of the company, | 
say a ‘sufficient interest,’ for a mere allegation of a surplag 
or of a probable surplus will not be sufficient. He mug 
show what I may call a tangible interest. I am not goi 
to lay down any rale as to what that must be, bat if he 
showed only that there was such a surplus as, on being 
fairly divided, irrespective of the costs of the windi 
would give him £5, I should say that would not be su, 
cient to induce the court to interfere in his behalf.” —Jn r¢ 
Rica Gold Washing Company, C. A., 27 W. R. 716 (Buckley, 
178, note (e) ). 


— 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
Jormnt Stock CoMPANIES, 
Liwitrep In CHANCERY, 

Anglo-Belgian Bank Limited.—V.C. Bacon has, by an order dated 
January 18, appointed Louis Charles Alexander, of Pall Mall, tobe 
official liquidator. Creditors are required, 01 or before September 15, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their deby 
or claims to the above, November 4at 12 is appointed for hearing 
and adjudicating upon the debts aod claims 

Foreign and Colonial Gas Company, Limited.—Fry, J., has, by an order 
dated June 21, appointed Alfred Lass, of Gracechurch st, tobe 
official liquidator 

Great Western Iron Company, Limited.—By an order made by V.C, 
Hall, dated July 11, it was ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Rexworthy, Cheapside, agent ior Parker, Newnham, solicitor 
for the petitioner ' 

Middlesborough Assembly Rooms C:mpany, Limited.—Petition for 
winding up, presented July 15, directed to be heard before V.0, 
Bacon on July 26. Bower and Cotton, Chancery lave, agents for 
Dodds and Co, Stockton-on-Tees, solicitors for the p-titioner — 

Mutual Dress Supply As-ociation, Limited.—Petition for winding up,. 
presented July 18. direcred to beh ard befre the MR. on Aug 2, 
Smith and Oo, Frederick’s place, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 
petitioner E 4 

Patent Star Fire Lighter Company, Limited. —Petition for winding up, 
presented July 16, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on July 
26. Mackreth, Moorgate st, solicitor tor the petitioner 

South Kersing:on Dairy Company, Limited.—The M.R. has, by aa 
order da’ June 6, appointed Harry Seymour Foster, Copthall 
bldgs, Thregmorton st, to be officia! hquidaror. Creditors are re 
qui:ed, on or before Sept 1, tosend their names and addresses, 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to the above. Oct 29, sf Il, 
is appointed for hearing and adjudiciting on the debts and claims 

Weste:n District Bank, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presen 
July 12, directed to be heard before the M.R. on July 26. Tilleard 
and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the pei itioners 

Whea! Newton, Limited.—V.C. Bacon has fixed July 26, at 12,06 
his chambers for the appoiatment of an official liquidator 

(Gazette, July 18.] 


Bristol Hall of Freedom Club and Institute Company, Limitei.—By an 
crder made by the M.R, dated July !2, it was ord-red that the com- 
pany be wound up. Torr and Co., Bedford-row, agents for Salmon, 
Bristol, solicitor tor the petitioner 

Jackson, Gill, and Company, Limite’.—The M.R. has, by an order, 
dated July 16, appointed William Barelay Peat, Lothbary, to be pro- 
visionally official liquidator 

Murray and Company, Limit d.—By an order msde by the M.R., dated 
July 12, it was ordered that the above company be ‘wound up. 
Lowless and Co., Martin’s lane, Cannor st, solicitors for the 


tioner 

Mutas! Dress Supply Association, Limited,—Pevition for winding up, 

resented July 18, directed to be heard before the M.R, on Aug. 2. 

7 gers and Chave, Queen Victoria st, svlicityrs fur the petitioners 

Rochdale Property and General Finance Compa y, Liu ited.—Petition 
for winding up, presented July 21, dirvcted to be heard before V.C. 
Bacon, on Aug 2. Olarke and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, agents for 
Standring, Rochdale, soliciwor for the petitioner 

Soothi') Wood Pleasure Grounds Company, Limited.—The M.B. has 
fixed Wednesday, July 30 at 12, at bis chamber-, for the appoint- 
ment of an oticial liquidator (Gazette, July 22.} 


UNLIMITED 1m Cuancery. 

Consolidated Land and Investment Co poration.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented July 17, directed to be heard before the M.R., o@ 
Aug 2. Digby aad Taylor, Bivomficld st, solicitors for the peti 
tioner [ Gazette, July 22.) 


County Pavatine oy LANcasTua. 
Grove Mill Cotton Spinning and Mavufaciu:ing Oompany, Limited.— 
Petition for winding up, presenied sune 14, directed to 
betore the V.C., at bis chambers, 6, Sione buildings, Lincoln’sind, 
on July 28. Tattersall, Blackourn, solicitor for the petitioners. 
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District Bank Limited.—Petitim for winding up, presented 
Joly 15, directed to be heard before tha V.C., at his ciambers, 6, 

buildings, Lincolo’s-ion, on July 28. Taylor, Preston, solici- 
tor for the petitioners. Gazette, July 18.] 


Frienpty SocretiEs DIssoLveD. 
Grand Protes‘ant Association of Loyal Orangeme), New Inn, Bacu p 
echoed July 14 [ Gazette, July 18.] 


rton Equitaxle Industrial Co-operative Society, Limited, Ned- 


Nedde 
derton. July 16 : 
friendly Society, White Lion Inn, Ashbourne, Darby. July 19 


(Gazette, July 22.] 








Leqal News. 


Qn Monday, in answer to Mr. James, the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer said the Charity Expenses Bill would be 
withdrawn for the present session, but it would be re-intro- 
duced next session, and, if thought expedient, it could be 
referred to a select committee. [The Bill has since been 
withdrawn. ] 

In the course of a case before the Probate Division on 
Wednesday, the President, addressing the jury, said :— 
Itis a very remarkable thing, and I daresay you have heard 
it observed before, that the vast majority of criminal cases 
arise in some way or other out of drunkenness, I observe in 
this court also, on one side and the other, divorce causes as 
well as probate causes, that the litigation arises, directly or 
indirectly, out of drink. 

The Maidstone Standard says that correspondence has 
passed between the Mayor of Miidstone and toe High Sheriff 
of Kent with reference to a slight upon the corporation of 
the county town by Mr. Justice Grove, who, iastead of 
waiting for the civic procession, which was, in accordance 
with ancient custom, proceeding to the judge’s lodgings to meet 
his lordship, drove at once to church. The High Sheriff in 
his reply regtets that his lordship “could not be induced to 
wait. 


In Powell v. State (5 Texas Appeals Reports, 234), the de - 
fendant got seven years’ imprisonment for killing a school- 
master,and in Boston v. State, p. 383, the same punishment for 
killing a coloured man, while in Williams v. State, p. 226, 
the defendant got the same punishment for killing a gelding, 
andin Fore v. State, p. 251, the defendant got fiftesn years’ 
imprisonment for the like offe Whereupon the Albany 
Taw Journal remark:, ‘‘ We take it that geldings are rarer 
than school-masters and ‘darkeys’ in Texas,” 

In the House of Commons on Monday the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, in answer to Mr. Rathbone, said :—I have 
been in communication with my hon. and learned friend the 
Attorney-General on the subject of the Bankruptcy Bill, 
and he is of opinion that it will be possible to greatly reduce 
the length of the Bill by adopting the suggestion made the 

day by the hon. and learned member for Coventry ; 
and he is now occupied in considering what alteration should 
be made in it. My hon. and learned friend will therefore 
propose to recommit the Bill pro formd in order to make the 
Hecessary alterations, and [ hope it will be possible to pass 
the Bill throng the H »u-e during the present session. If it 
should be necessary—as very probably it will be—to intro- 
duce a Consolidation Bill next session, it will be very con- 
Yenient to take the course recommended by my hon. and 
learned frievd [of referring the Bill to a select committee]. 











High Cowmt of Fustice, 


CHANCERY DIVISION. 
(Before Fry, J.) 
June 27.—Quarreli v, Bowly.* 
New case made by plaiutd at trial— Witnesses not called— 
oats, 


ite plaintit makes certain charges ia his pleadings, and at 

the abandons those charges and sets up a new case, the 

defendant who succeeds upon the case eo presented will be 

eatitled to he costs of witnesses attending to rebut the charges 
y e, 


This was a motion to allow the costs of certain witnesses 





* Reported by L. B, Seuastran, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





who had been in attendance at the trial at the assizes, but 
had not been called, and whose costs hud been disallowed in 
taxation, 

The questions at issue in the action had reference to the 
sale of a horse by the defendant, the horse being the property 
of the plaintiff. The defendant being about to sell at 
Tattersall’s certain horses of his own, the plaictiff forwarded 
to him the horse in question for the purpose of being sold 
together with the defendant’s, or of being previously sold by 
private contract. The horse was sold at Tattersall’s for 53 
guineas, 

By his original statement of claim, delivered on July 29, 
1878, the plaintiff alleged that he had given written instruc- 
tions to the defendant not to sell the horse for less than 70 
guineas, and that the defendant, having undertaken to act in 
accordance with these instructions, wrongfu ly sold for a less 
sum; and he claimed damages for such wrongful sale. The 
defendant by his statement of defence denied having received 
the instructions alleged, or underiuken to eet in accordance 
with them, or that he was under any legal liability to the 
plaintiff, and he paid into court £43 13+. 2d., as being the 
balance of the 53 guineas, after deduction of auctioneer’s 
cominission and expenses. And by way of counter-claim 
he claimed from the plaintiff £15 for exp-nses of sale. 

On January 14, 1879, the plaintiff delivered an amended 
statement of claim, in which he set up a case that the defend- 
ant-had undertaken to sell the horse «t Tattersall’s, subject 
to such reserve price as the plaintiff should fix before the 
sale, unless the defendaat should sell the horse by private 
contract, previously to the public sal-, for not less than £75; 
that the defendant did so sell the horse by private contract, 
but wrongfully and fraudulently concealed from the plaintiff 
the fact that such private sale had been rescinded and the 
horse returned; and that by sach wrongful and fraudulent 
conduct the plaintiff was induced to betieve that the horse 
had been sold by private coutract; and tvat he was thereby 
prevented from fixing a reserve price for the public sale; and 
that, as the result, the defendant sold the horse by auction at 
an undervalue, without giving the plaintiff an opportunity of 
fixing a reserve price; aud he increased hi. claim for damages. 
Tue > bears then put in an amended statement of defences, 
denying the allegations of fraud and of undervalue, and assert- 
ing that the defendant had acted throughout in the matter of 
the sale of the horse in thorough good faith towards the 
plaintiff. 

Issue was subsequently joined, and the action came on for 
trial before Mr. Justice Fry and a special jury at Gloucester 
Assiz’s on February 17, 1879. At the trial the plaintiff's 
counsel argued that the alleged wronztul couduct of the 
defendant consisted, not in the fraudulent concealment of 
the rescission of a bond jide contract tor sale, but in the 
fraudulent allegation to the plaintiff that there had been a 
sale, which was in fact a sham, and the defendant’s counsel 
not opposing, the pleadings were order:d tu be amended so 
as to state this charge. The question left to the jury was 
whether the alleged sale by private contract was a bond fide 
or a sham and fraudulent sale, and the jury returned a ver- 
dict for the defendant, and found that there had been no 
fraud. Judgment with costs was accordingly given for the 
defendant, and also judgment on the couater-claim for 
$10 18s, 104., he undertaking to pay to the plaintiff the 
difference between the sum paid into court aod the sum of 
fifty-three guineas for which the horse was sold, An appli- 
cation for a new trial was made and refused, 

When the defendant’s bill of costs came on for taxation, 
the plaintiff objected to certain of the items charged in 
respect of the attendance of certain witnesses who had been 
subpoenaed by the defendaut but had not been called, on the 
ground that the defendant had succeeded upon his defence 
or plea in bar to the plaintiff's claim, and that the specified 
witnesses were in attendance at the trial for the purpose of 
giving evidence in reduction of damages only. Ona these 
objections, and on the authority of the case of Hodgtinson v. 
Wyatt (13 L. J. Q. B. 73), the charges in question were dis- 
allowed by the taxing master. 

The defendant objected to the disallowance of the changes, 
and asserted thaé the witnesses had been subpoenaed, on the 
advice of counsel, to meet the charge of fraud in the state- 
ment of claim by showing the circumstances under which 
the horse was sent to Tattersall's and the value of the horse. 
The plaintiff, in his answer to objections, asserted that the 
witnesses specitied knew nothing about the question upon 
which the defendant really sneceeded, that question being 
whether or not the defendant had undertaken anything more 
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than to let the horse go with his own to Tattersall’s to be 
sold. 

The application to review the taxation was made before a 
judge in chambers, and by him the matter was referred to 
Mr. Justice Fry, who directed it to be brought on before 
him by way of motion. : 

Jelf moved to review the taxation by allowing the costs of 
the witnesses in question. 

Boddam, eontra. 

Fry, J.—The reason for which the witnesses, in regard to 
whose costs the present question is raised, were not called at 
the trial, was simply this—that the issue of fraud which was 
raised on the pieadings as amended, and which they were 
called to disprove, was not the issue which was raised and 
argued at the trial. The plaintiff gave up the first charge of 
fraud, and set up a new charge of fraud, which was allowed 
to be made by amendment at the trial. It was only because 
the plaintiff himself changed his mind that the witnesses 
were not called. The defendant must have the costs of these 
witnesses, but I cannot give him the costs of the present 
application, the mistake which has occurred not having been 
attributable to the plaintiff. 

Solicitors for the plaintiff, Prior, Bigg, Church, § Adams, 
for W. C. Quarrell, Worcester. 

Solicitors for the defendant, Peacock § Goddard, for Mul- 
lings, Ellett, § Co., Cirencester. 





(Before Fry, J., sitting for Mattns, V.C.) 
July 18.—Zawrence v. Fletcher.* 
Lien of town agent. 

A town agent has a general lien as against his country solici- 
tor principal, but only a particular lien as against the latter's 
client, and there is no difference in this respect between a 
charging and a retaining lien. 

Motion. 

The suit of Lawrence v. Fletcher was commenced in March, 
1874, for the administration of the estate of H, D. Lawrence, 
and for other purposes, the plaintiff being the daughter and 
sole beneficial devisee and legatee under the will of the 
testator in the suit, and the defendants being William 
Fletcher and Thomas Gould, the executors and trustees of 
the will. In November, 1874, the plaintiff was married to 
W. Bathew ; and R. Walker and J. Hutchinson, the trustees 
of Mr. and Mrs. Bathews’ marriage settlement, and W. 
Bathew, were added as defendants in the action. 

Thomas Gould, one of the defendants, was a member of 
the firm of Jervis & Gonld, solicitors, of Uttoxeter, and 
Jervis & Gould were employed by the defendants in Law- 
rence ¥. Fletcher as their solicitors. The firm of Jervis & 
Gould was dissolved on May 1, 1874, and from that time 
Gould alone acted for the defendants in the suit. Messrs. 
Stokes, Saunders, & Stokes habitually acted as the London 
agents of Jervis & Gould, and they did so in the case of 
Lawrence v. Fletcher. They contioued to act for Gould 
alone in this matter and others after the dissolution of the 
partnership, but ceased to act for Jervis in the matters in 
which he was concerned. 

The cause came on for hearing on further consideration 
before Malins, V.C., on May 15, 1877, and by the order 
then made it was declared that Gould and Jervis had 
alien for the sums of £499 8s. 2d. in respect of princi- 
pal, and £4 15s. in respect of interest (together amounting 
o £504 3s. 21.), upon a certain sum of consols then lately in 
court, end it was ordered that the part of the said sum of 
consols then remaining in court should be sold, and that out 
of the proceeds of sale and dividends, and a certain sum of 
cash in conart, certain small payments should be made, and 
that the residue of the money to ariso by the said sale and 
the said dividends and cash (which residue, dividends, and 
cash ultimately amounted to £263 4s. 10d.) should be paid 
to the defendant Gould in part discharge and satisfaction of 
what was due to him and Jervis in respect of their lien. 
And it was farther ordered that the costs of the plaintiff 
and defendants should be taxed (including in the defendants’ 
costs any charges and expenses of administering the testa® 
tor’s estate), and it was declared that the balance remaining 
due in respect of the aforesaid lien, after such payment in 
part satisfaction thereof as aforessid, and also the said costs 
when taxed, were a charge upon the hereditaments com- 
prised in the settlement of the 18th of November, 1874, 


* Reported by L. B. Sevastian, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. 











ee 
made upon the marriage of the plaintiff ; and the defendg 
R. Walker and J. Hutchinson, as the trustees of the a 
settlement, were ordered to raise and pay the same accord. 
ingly. The costs of the defendants were taxed, and the 
balance remaining due to them was certified by the taxing 
master to amount to £395 16s. 11d. 

The sum of £263 43. 10d., arising as before mentioneg 
was received out of court under a power of attorney from 
Gould by Stokes, Saunders, & Stokes, and one half, ie, 
£131 123. 5d., was paid on account to Jervis, and the 
remaining half to, or on avcount of, Gould. After de, 
ducting the sum go distributed from the sum of £504 33,94, 
in respect of which the lien was declared, the sam of 
£240 183, 4d. still remained due to Jervis & Gould in 
respect of their lien, or £120 93. 24. to each of them. Ig 
pursuance of the order of court above stated, the trustesg 
of Mrs. Bathew’s marriage settlement sold a sufficient por. 
tion of the hereditaments comprised in the settlement to 
raise @ sum adequate to defray the sums of £395 163. 114, 
and £240 18s. 4d. which were charged upon them by the 
order, and this sum they retained in their hands. 

Before the matter was finally settled, and in the month 
of January, 1879, Gould died. At the time of his death he 
was insolvent, and a will left by him was never proved, 

Under these circumstances various claims were made in 
respect of Gould’s interest in the sums of £395 16s. 1ld, 
and £240 183.44. Stokes, Saunders, & Stokes claimed 
to be entitled to the sum of £454 7s, 3d., for which they 
alleged that Gould was indebted to them in respect of their 
agency charges in the suit of Lawrence v. Fletcher, and 
payments made for him in that suit, and for other matters; 
but of this sam Jervis alleged that a part had been already 
paid by him. Jervis, as the surviving member of the firm 
of Jervis & Gould, claimed to be entitled to certain sums 
which he alleged to be costs, and costs, charges and er 
penses of the defendants due to the said firm during the 
existence of the partnership, and to be included in the som 
of £595 16s. 11d., though this was denied by Stokes & Uo, 
And he also claimed to be entitled to the sum of £20 dus 
to him from Gould under a promissory-note, dated July 26, 
1878, and a memorandum in writing of the same date, by 
which Gould authorized and empowered the trustees of the 
settlement to pay the £20 out of money coming to him in 
respect of his costs in the cause and otherwise. The de 
fendant W. Fletcher claimed to be entitled to the sum of 
£160 16s. 10d., together with interest on £150, part there 
of, from November 28, 1878, secured by an assigument by 
way of mortgage of Gould’s share of money under the 
decree in the above suit and his share of costs and costs 
charges and expenses in the snit. Notice of Jervis 
promissory-note and memorandum and of Fletchers 
security had been given to the trustees. 

Stokes & Co. now moved for an order declaring that they, 
as the town agents of the late Thomas Gould, were entitled 
to a charge upon so much of the sums of money raised by 
the defendants, R. Walker and J. Hutchinson, under order 
dated May 15, 1877, and then in their hands, a3 was thereby 
directed to be paid to the said Thomas Gould, and also 
upon the costs of the defendants, W. Fletcher and T. Gould, 
by the same order directed to be raised and paid by the 
defendants, R. Walker and J. Hutchinson, and which had 
been taxed at £395 163. 1ld., for the costs, charges and 
expenses incurred by the said Messrs. Stokes & Co., as agents 
for the said T. Gould, amounting to £454 7s. 31., and that 
the defendants, R. Walker and J. Hutchinson, might be 
ordered to pay the said sum of £454 7s. 3d, or so much 
thereof as the said moneys in their hands would suffice to 
pay to the said Messrs. Stokes & Co. 

North, Q.C., and Farwell, for the motion.—The town 
agent has alien to the extent which the country solicitor 
preserves. The agent’s lien stops the right of the country 
client after notice. Whatever the case may be with a private 
client, as against a solicitor client the lien is general an 
not only particular. They referred to Farewell v. Coker (2 
P. W. 460); Redfearn y. Sowerby (1 Sw. 84); Ward ¥. 
Hepple (15 Ves. 297); Ex parte Warren (19 Ves. 162); 
Shafto vy. Powell (cited in 2 Fowler’s Ex. Prac. 882); Stevens 
v. Avery (Dick. 224); Chaloner v. Chaloner (cited in Anot 
Dick. 804); Bray v. Hine (6 Price, 203) ; Putter v. Hyatt 
(2 Y, & ©, Ex. 112); Dicas v, Stockley (7 Car. & P. oa 
Wlute v. Royal Exchange Assurance Company (1 Bing. 20)5 
Waller v. Holmes (9 W. QR. 82,1 J. & H. 239); Tardrew ¥. 
Howell (10 W. R. 32, 3 Giff. 381) ; Peatfeld y. Barlow (17 
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W. R. 516, L. R.8 Eq. 61) ; Cockayne v. Harrison (21 W. R. 
§20, L. R. 15 Eq. 298); Stokes on Lien of Attorneys, p. 
180; 1 Lush’s Practice, 3rd ed. (1865), pp. 346-7. 

Heath, for the defendant W. Fletcher, and P. O. Jervis, 
and also for Gould’s representative.—Stokes & Co., have no 
lien on any part of the £395 163. 11d. which is due to the 
Grm of Jervis & Gould, or at all events, not to any part of it 
@hich is not attributable to Gould’s share. I admit that 
Stokes & Oo. have a particular lien on Gould’s costs in 

jority to Fletcher's and Jervis’ charges upon them, but I 
90 the existence of a g2neral lien on these or any other 
gams: Bozon v. Bolland (4 My. & Cr. 354); Shaw v. Neale 
(6 W. R. 635, 6 H. L. C, 581-601) ; Ex parte Steele (16 Ves. 
164); Ex parte Thompson (3 L. T. N. 8. 317, 9 W. R.C. L. 
Dig. 5) ; Wilson v. Round be W. R. 402, 4 Giff. 416). 

W. Barber, for the defendants, the trustees of the marriage 
settlement. 

Fry, J.—In this case really everything has become pretty 
alear by the discussion, except one point on which Mr. 
Heath has addressel me, namely, whether the lien of the 
town ageut on the fund to be paid is, as against the country 
golicitor, general or particular. Now, it appears to me to 
be plain that the lien of the town agent on deeds is, as 
against the country solicitor, general. The cases of Ward 
v. Hepple and Bray v. Hine seem to me to be distinct 
authorities for that, and I am unable to find any reason why 
there should be a difference in the extent of the charging 
lien and of the retaining lien. It seems to me that there 
would be great inconvenience in introducing a distinction as 
to the extent to which the two liens should go ; and, further 
than that, I must bear in mind the observation of Lord 
Hatherley, when Vice-Chancellor (in Waller v. Holmes), in 
which he says, ‘‘ The court has given all possible assistance 
to the agent by enforcing any lien which the country solici- 
tor was capable of giving.’ Now, there can be no doubt 
whatever that the country solicitor is capable of giving to 
the town agent a lien upon any costs coming to the country 
licitor for everything which may be due on the agency 
account between ths country solicitor and the town agent. 
{ think that that is the more reasonable view to take 
of the rights of the town agent. I think, therefure, that 
the law is eorrectly laid down by Mr. Whitley Stokes 
in the passage in his work upon Lien of Solicitors (p. 180), 
to which my attention has been drawn. “As against the 
country attorney,” he says, ‘‘the agent’s lien is general ; as 
against the client his lien is only particular. In other 
words, as between the country attorney and the agent, the 
latter's lien extends to all costs for all agency business and 
disbursements due to him from the former. But as between 
the client and the agent, the latter’s lien only extends to the 
costs of the particular suit.”’ I will give effect to that by 
declaring the lien of the present applicants in respect of 
their agency charges—not going to other matters—all their 
agency charges as town agents, whether in the present suit, 
or in any other proceedings (and I think I must include in 
that sums paid for the renewing of the certificate of Mr. 
Gould), against the three sums—that is, the £120 9s. 2d. (Mr. 
Gould’s moiety of the £240 18s, 4d.), Gould’s moiety of any 
portion of the £395 16s. 11d., which, on inquiry, may be 
ound to be payable to Jervis & Gould, and also the 
entirety of the bilance of the £395 16s. 11d., or the whole 
of the £395 16s. 11d., according as theinquiry goes. There 
Will be an inquiry, if desired by the present representative 
of the firm of Jervis & Gould, and at his risk, what portion 
of the £395 16s. 11d. was for costs payable to Jervis & 
Gould, the costs of such inquiry to abide the result of the 
same, Messrs. Stokes & Co. will pay the trustees’ costs, 
and add them to their own, and then add the whole of such 
costs to theit security. I will make an order appointing 
fervis to represent Gould for the purpose of this applica- 

on, 

Solicitors, Stokes, Saunders, §° Stokes ; Ashurst, Morris, 
si & Co, for P. O. Jervis, Uttoxeter; T. White & 


COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
(Before Lord Cotenipor, C.J., and Denman, J.) 
Jaly 21.—In re W. Hunt, formerly a solicitor. 


This gentleman had been strack off the rolls on the 6th 
ef June, 1873, for non-payment of £310 received by him for 
4Mr, Bird, 

Morgan Lloyd applied for a rule to show cause that he 











might be reinstated. He had, ever since he was strack off, 
been a clerk in the employ of different solicitors, and had 
conducted himself well, and had long ago repaid the 
amount which was the subject of the previous proceedings. 

Murray, for the Incorporated Law Society. 

Lord Coteripe£, C.J., in the course of the arguments, 
said it ought not to be a matter of course that because a 
man, at the end of six years, could say he had condacted 
himself properly, he is to be restored. If such an apopli- 
cation were permitted, striking off the roll would amount 
merely to a suspension. 

Ultimately it was arranged that the application should 
be renewed, with fuller materials. 








County Courts. 


WAKEFIELD. 
(Before Mr. Serjeant Trinpat ArKinson, Judge.) 
July 8.—Re Ducketts & Furniss. Ex parte The Leeds 
Estate and Building Society. 

A distress made by mortgagees under the attornment clause 
in their mortgage, was withdrawn at the request of the mort- 
gagors upon their promising to make certain payments, and 
subsequently an agreement was made between mortgagees and 
mortgagors, for the execution by the latter of anew mortgage. 
No payment was made by the mortgagors in pursuance of the 
agreement, nor was any new mortgage executed. The mort- 
gagors filed a petition in bankruptcy, whereupon the mort- 
gagees distrained for a year’s rent, comprising part of that pre- 
viously distiained for. 

Held, that they were entitled to do so. 


His Honovr, in delivering judgment, said:—This case 
comes before me by way of motion ia which William 
Pease, the trustee of the estate of the bankrupts Ducketts 
& Furniss, applied for an order to compel the Leeds 
Estate and Building Society to file an account of the sale of 
the bankrupt’s goods, chattels, and effects, under a distress 
made by the society for two year’s rent, and also to direct 
them to pay to the said trustee the proceeds of such sale, 
together with the costs of the distress and the costs of the 
various applications to the court in this matter. 

The facts, so far as they are necessary to be stated for the 
decision of the court inthis case, are that the society, in 
November, 1876, advanced to the bankrupts a sum of £1,050, 
male up of principal and interest, secured by a mortgage of 
the borrower's premises and land, The amount was made 
repayable by yearly instalments of £105. The deed was in 
the ordinary form, and contained the usual attornment cliuse 
by which, as between the parties, a tenancy from year to 

ear was created. The debtors having failed to pay two 
instalments, the last of which became due on the 30th of 
November, 1878, the society distrained for two years’ rent. 
On the distress being pat in force the debtors made an 
earnest representation to the secretary of the society of the 
ruinous effect it would have upon the credit of the partuer- 
shipif the distress was persisted in, and upoa the promise of an 
immediate payment of £25, and a subsequent payment of £75, 
the distress was provisionally withdrawn until final terms 
of agreement as to the payment of the remaining amount 
had been come to, a written consent in the meantime 
having been given for the possession to be continued with- 
out sale for twenty-one days. Pursuant to this arrange- 
ment, on the 28th of January an interview took place at 
the society's offices in Leeds between Furniss and the 
directors, at which terms of settlement for the withdrawal 
of the distress were discussed at length, and it was then 
agreed that, upon the payment of £25 on the 11th of 
February, and a further payment of £25 on the Ist of 
March, the distress should be withdrawn, and that the 
terms contained in the following minute entered in the 
society’s books should be embodied in a new mortgage 
deed. The minute was as follows:—‘' Farniss appeared 
before the directors, and, after considerable discussion, it 
was agreed that he was to pay £50 in a month, to pay it 
in with the £25 already paid, making £75. The remain- 
ing arrears unpaid to be extended to the term of sixteen 
years, in monthly psyments to extend over the sixteen 
years, £25 to be paid on the 11th of February, and £25 
on the Ist of March following January 29, 1879." The 
debtors failed to make the payment of £25 on the 11th of 
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February, but on the 22nd of that month they sent to the 
directors a post-dated cheque for £50, payable on the 7th 
of March. On the 26th of Febraary a petition in bank- 
ruptcy was filed in this court by the debtors, and, upon 
learning this, the directors, on the 1st of March, distrained 
upon a portion of the bankrupts’ premises for year’s rent, 
which distress was farther completed on the 4th of March. 
A sale was effected of the goods so seized, which realized 
the net sam of £88 5s. Upon these facts, it is contended 
by the counsel for the trustee that the case falls within 
the principle of the decisions that, where there has been a 
withdrawal from a distress by the landlord, there having 
been snfficiunt goods to satisfy his claim for rent, the 
power to distrain a second time for the same rent has gone ; 
and, further, that after the agreement of the 28:h of 
January—by which the remaining portion of the money 
unpaid, the subject of the distress, was to be added to the 
principal sum, to be secured by a new mortgage extending 
the time for payment from ten to sixteen years—the 
amount which had been distrained for ceased to have the 
character of rent, and that the direcuors had lost the 
power of distraining for it. It is upon the question 
whether this proposition is maintainable upon the facts 
stated that the decision in this case must tarn. With 
regard to the right of the landlord to distrain a second 
time, after having withdrawn from the first distress, the 
law is clear and distinct. If a tenant upon whose goods a 
distress has been made does anything equivalent to saying, 
* Forbear to distrain, and postpone for my accommodation 
yoar distress to some other time,” in such a case the land- 
lord may distrain a second time. In Lear v. Edmonds 
(1 B. & Ad. 157) it was said “that if the goods, the sab- 
ject of the distress, have been relinquished at the request 
of the party, it would not operate as a bar. There 
must, no doubt, be a lawfal ground for relinquish- 
ing the first distress and taking a second; but in 
all the cases in which the landlord withdraws at the 
request of the tenant and for his accommodation the landlord 
is not debarred from distraining a second time.” In the 
present case it is not disputed that the distress made upon 
the goods on the 6:h of January was not carried out by sale 
at the request of the bankrupts, and was withdrawn upon 
their promise to pay a £100, partly performed by the pay- 
ment of the £25, the then arrangement being conditional 
upon a final one being completed, which should be con- 
clusive and binding upon both parties. There can, I think, 
be little doubt as to what was the intention of the parties at 
the meeting of the 28th of January. Oa the side of the 
directors it was contende | that the character of the debt as rent 
sheuld not be changed, and the distress should not be con- 
sidered as abandoned, until the £25 agreed to be paid on the 
11th of February and the remaining £25 on the Istof March 
had been carried out, and that, with regard to the other 
Matters, they were to be embodied in a new mortgage deed 
which, owing to the bankraptcy, was never completed, and I 
believe that such also was the intention and understanding 
of the terms by the debtors themselves, There was a total 
failure on the part of the latter to carry out their part of the 
agreement. The sending the post-dated cheque in lieu of 
making the promised payment on the 11th of F-bruary was 
in itself a substantial breach of the agreement of the 28¢h of 
January, and I am of opinion that, on the filing of the 
petition in this court on the 26th of Febraary, the agreement 
came to an end by the bankrupts becoming unable to perform 
its terms. In the absence of the second mortgage deed all 
was in parol, and the performance of a covenant cannot be 
waived by parol at common law. Rent which arises out of 
covenant is a specialty debt, and can only be discharged, in 
the absence of payment, by a deed cr some contract of as 
high, or ahigher, nature. The case of West v. Blakeway 
(2 Man. & Gr, 729) is an authority to show that in the case 
of a covenant the whole matter is under the seal of the party, 
and the contract into which he has entered can only be dis- 
charged by an instrument of the same nature as that by 
which the contract was created. There is nothing arising 
out of the facts of this case which operates, in my opinion, 
in the nature of an estoppel so as to prevent the second 
distcess from being operative. The directors, as landlords, 
had not “ wantonly,” in the language of Bagge v. Mawby, 
(L. R. 8 Ex. 641), sbandoned the distress without sufficient 
excuse for so duiag, and thus made the second distress un- 
lawful, but had been induced to withdraw it at the instance 
and for the accommodation of their tenants, whose failure to 


——<—= 
perform the conditions upon which it was _provisio; 

witudrawn has prevented their landlords from realizing the. 
fruits of their first distress ; in substance, tris case is now 
thing more than the landlord not carrying the first distregs 
| into effect upon a promise of payment within a limited ti 

| which promise has not been performed: Lee v. Cooke (3 H. 





& N. 203) decides that, where misconduct exis's on the part . 
of the tenant, a second dis:ress is liwiul. [aa of opinion. 
that the second distress was open to the directors in this : 
on the ground that the withdrawal of the first distress was 
at the debtors’ request aad for their acc)an>dation, and 
that the second distres3, for the reasons I have stated, wag. 
valid and good ia law The motion must, therefore, be 
dismissed, with costs. ‘he costs of the trustee to be paid 
out of the estate. Costs of the continued possession to be. 
allowed, 

E. Tindal Atkinson, barrister, for the trustee, 

Bond, solicitor, Leeds, for the building society. 








Creditors’ Clainr. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Carey, Josern, Pall Mill,Gent. Sept 30. Jam+son v. Kimber, V.C. 
Malins. Kimber, Lombard st 

| Hre-t, Witutem Onivea Litrtew op, Wikeflel!, Ratail Clothier, 
S-ptl. Hirst v. Durrans, M.R. Sy«es, Hu tdorsfield 

Woopaean, Jo-era, Gome:sal, York, aad Josera Nooomeap, jun, 
Rowsley, Derby, Woolstavlars. Augi2. Csumin y. Carr, V.C, 
Baoun. Flower, Great Winchester st 

(Gazette, July 18.] 


Bamrrecp, Rosext Hrrewens, St. Ives, Cornwall, solicitor, Aug 22, 
Forwood and Co. v. Jolly, MLR. Burrows, Grac-chu :o st 

Baataom, JoserH Kitvert, Weston, Somersst, solic tor, Aug 22, 
Bartrum-Foss v. Bartcum, M.R. Foxs, Abch weh-line, London 

Bowker, Exiza Ametra, Berwick st, Oxford st. Oct 1. Bowker ye. 
King, V.C. Hall. Crosse and 0), Lancase p, S.rand 

Exuiort, Joan, West Brandon, Durham, Farmer, Aug3l. Elliott y, 
Elliott, V.C. Bacon. Maw, jun., sishop Aucclant 

Eras, Tuomas, Finborough rd, West Brom»ion, Spt 15, Baan y, 
Eyre, V.C. Hall, Wing snd D1Oine, Gray's-ini-sq . 

| Hateu, Tuomas, Bradford, York, Bauk Manager, Sapt1l. Haley v. 
daigh, M.R. Dickons, Bradford 

Hitt, Hanwag, Holland Villis rd, Ke sington. Ang 12. Gill y, 
Brown, Justice Fry. John Hewetson Brown, Carlis'e 

Kiregen, Taomas, Phoenix st, Sc Pracras, Li np Mounotfacta rer, 
Aug 20. Kitchen v. Kitchea, Justice Fry. Lydail, southampto m 
buildings, Chancery-lans 

Lance, Cart, Newca-tie-upon-Tyne, Mershant. Sap: 3. Lange v. 
Lange, V.C. Hall. Garbuatr, Newcastle-upor-Tyne 

Wituuams, Danret, Pwilh»bi, Cirdigin, a cetiret By vksal'er, Nov 
2. Jones v. Her Majesty's Actorney-Gen-ral, V.O. Malins 


[ Gazette, July 22.] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
er tag Exiza, Anfield, Lancaster. Aug 1. Rogerson and Co, Livere- 





poo! 

Asumo.e, WILLIAM, Ilford, Essex, Gent. Aug 'l. Houlders, Barbican 

Baxer, Jonny, Long Ashton, Somerset, Carpenter. Sep: 1. O'Donoghue 
and Anson, Bristol 

Brooxe, Josern, Staveley, Derby, Grocer. Sept 1. Gratton and Marse 
den, Chestertield 

CuaistiaN, Joun, Snithy Brow, St Helen’s, Licensed Victualler. Sept 
1, Massey, St Helen’s 

Cottarp, WiiitAM Faevericx, Upper Hamilton terrace, Esq. Aug 9. 
‘Theobald, Farnivals’-inn 

Concert, James Ropgar, Welbeck s*, Cavantish sq, 4:1! Dress Mana 
facturer, Ang 16. Undsrwoot ant Son, Hol! s st, Caventish sq 

Caarm-n, Ema, St Georg», Goucester. Sept 4. Dix, Bristol 

Doveras, 1saBetta, Whitehaven, Aug 30. Webster, Whitehaven 

Dr«a, Cuartes Bunt, Amlweb, Anglesey, Mining Ageut. Aug 20, 
Paynter, Bryntirion 

Eccieston, Richarp, Mawdesley, Lancaster, Shopkeepor, Aug 12, 
Stanton, Choriey 

Exsiot, Tuomas, Daybrook Vale, Nottingham, Cotton Doubler. Sept 4. 
E\liott, Nottingham 

Fovu.kes, Any, Hawarden, Flint, Shopkeeper. Aug 15. Barker an@- 
Co, Chester 

Garon, Mary Amn, Redel ffs-gardens, South Kensington. Sept 6. 
Indermaur, Devonshire-terrac+, Po tlant-plice 

a S.mvew, Liverpo»!, Wine Merchant. Aug 26. Miller and Co, 
Liverpool 

Granam, James, Brunswick st, Euston rd, Biker, Aug 9, Nickinson 
and Co, Chancery lane 

Gurney, Henny, Aylesbury, Grazier. Aug 30. L;por and Blaxland, 
Mark jane 

Sasnts, Rewane Herz, Olizton st, Brightor. Avg 15, Newman and 

‘0, Yeovil 

Has#aut, Cxaures Vernon, Haverfordwest, Esq. Aug 11. Simpson and 

North, Liverpoot 





Haroagrn, Faeoenice, Cornwall rd, Bayswater, Geat. Aug 12, Wild 
and Uo, Lronmonger-lane, Cheapside 

Heap, Witttam Atstom, East Grinstead, Solicitor, Aug 15, Heads 
East Grinstuad 
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—— 
Heep. Dastgt, Guildford, Surrey, Retired Grocer. Aug 29. White, 


games, MarTaew THomAs, Woodthorpe, Derby, Gent. Sept 29. 
Gratton and Marsien, Chesterfield 

Howstt, senaseea, Elgin crescent, Notting hill. Aug 24, Palmer 

Tratalga:-q 
a. *witttaM, Fairfield, nr Manchester, Dyer. Aug 25. Farrar 

and Hal!, Manchester f E 

Kare, ANTHONY KNow-es, Huddersfield, Manufacturing Chemist. Sept 
j. Oraven and Sunderland, Huddersfield 

Lue, WittiaM, Station rd, Souch Norwood, Gent. Sept1l. Parkers, 


enti, Extza, Buckland, Southampton. Aug 14. Pearce and Son, 
punuan, ELIZABETG, B th. Augil2. Fortune, Chancery lane 
Pansen, WILLIAM, Waterloo, Lancaster, Gent. Aug 1. Rogerson 
hand Watus, Liverpool, Schoolmaster. Aug 30. Woodburn 
geeee asean, Birkenhead, Submarine Diver. Sept 1. Kent, Liver- 


psos, Tomas, Bishop Auckland, Gent. Sept 12, Proud, 
Bishop Auckland : 
§ScHoFIELD, SamueL, Todmorden, York, Surgeon. Oct 10. Whitaker, 
Lancaster pl, Strand 
fiaps, Extas, Broadwinsor, Dorset, Carpenter. Sep: 16. Leigh, Bea- 
eter 
Bg Caartes WELLBoRNE, Newgate st, Warehouseman. Aug 15. Rob- 
inson, Newgate st i 
SurcLiFFE, ELLEN, Halifax, Sept 1. Terry and Robinson, Bradford 
Taomas, Tuomas, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Butcher. Aug 10. 


Harris, Merthyr Tydfil 

Unwin, Hesey, Broom Cross, Sheffield, Esq. Aug i6. Burdekin and 
Co, Sheffield 

VacuELt, HENRY WILtr1AM, Brown rd, Surbiton, Gent. Aug 30. Crosse 
and Co, Lane:ster ppl, Strand 

Watis, Wittiam Waxwace, Rock Ferry, Chester, Gent. Aug 1. Roger- 
son and Co, Liverpuel 

(Gazette, July 15.] 


Asavira, Witt1aM, Leed:, Gent. Sept6. Bulmer and Son, Leeds 
Arrwates, Caaaces, St John’s rd, Briston, Esq. Septl, Hine ani 
Co, College hill 
Bat, EpwaRo Morey Casswett, Northam, North Davon, Esq. 
15. Rye and Eyre, Goiden sq 
Bow, Jou, bust Breut, Somerset, Iunke2per. Aug 8. Pools, Bridg- 


water 
Bowatgr, THovas, Hanover st, Hanover sq, Tailor. Sept 15. Elliott, 
Verulam biligs, Gray’s-inu 
Bowsainc, Frepexick, Camberwell New rd, News Agent. Sept 15. 
Greening, Feuchurch st 
Wiuuiam, Leghtonrd, Kentish Town. Aug 30. Brooks and Co, 
iman st, Vociors’-commons 
Baiesmay, HE»R¥ ORLANDO, Blackheath, Kent, Civil Engineer. 
Aug 18. Tamplin and Co, Fenchurch st 
Baicat, Robert, Dalwood, Devonshire, Yeoman, Sept 1, Canning 
and Kyrke, Chad 
Baowainc, Joanna, Hucclecote, Gloucester. Aug 16. Wiltons and 
Riddifurd, Glouces ‘er 
Campsett, tue Hor, RonaLpGeorce Exrpoa, Onslow gardens, Captain 
in HM’s Cold.trca.n Guards. Aug 26. Warrer and Cv., Lincoia’s ina 


(ds 
— Joun, Holbeach, Lincola, Brewer. Sept 11. Sturton, Hol- 
bh 


CLaxion, Haney WILKinsox, Barton-on-Humber, Lincoln, Coal Mar- 
chant. Sept 6. Levett and Champney, Kingstoa-upon-Huil 

Core, Jamex, Park rd, Hampstead, Budder. sept la. Crowsher and 
Wolker, Raymond bidgs, Gray’s-ina 

Dawa, oN, Hattun,nr Hounslow, Farmer. Aug 18. Wilde and Co, 


Qullege 
Doxawp:on, SAnan Anmsraone, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Aug 18, 
Huntly, sunverland 
EauLa, hALPH, ANsTKUT@RR, Park st, Grosvenor sq, Esq, Aug 20. 
ds ad Co, Linculn’s-inn-fields 
Faamer, f'n0M.s, Stuckton-on-Iees, Gent. Sept 16. Newby and Co, 
Stockton-on-Tees 
Hiceinson, Cuantes, Hoole, nr Chester, Farmer. Aug19. Bridgman 
and Co, Chester 
» Susannag, Lansdowne terrace, Coventry, Aug 23. Twist 
aod dons, Ouventiy 
Hvoass, Henny, Fenchurch st, Optician. Sept 29. Hillearys and 
Taylor, Fenchurch pldgs 
J WituiaM, Heiden Bridge, Halifax, out of business, Aug 25. 
Hebden Budge 
Ses, Haubd, Westbourne terrace North, Gent. Sept 13, Crid- 
uf. Tu row 
Martuews, Joun, Yarcombe, Devon, Yeoman. Sept 1. Cunning and 
Kyrie, Gund’ ~ satay Fini ™ 
TTHRWS, Perer, Mount Pleasant, Hastings, Surgeon Dentist. Aug 
16. Clarkson and Co, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons 
Ente” ‘thomas, Heavitie:, nc Exeter, Esq. Aug 14, Jerman, 


r 
Mi Man Mo, Dyke rd, Brighton, Aug 15, Cooper and William s, 
" uu 
Mom, Taos, Mansfield, Nottingham, Maltsier. Septl. White 
Manstig) 
am Avevata Ross, Biighton, Sussex. Aug 380. Davy, Ring- 
migor, Many, Torquay, Devon, Augl2. Walls and Co, Queen 


Joun, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Nail Factor, Aug 12. Scott 
eee Horton, Bromsgrove 
"N, Kuiwn, Liverpool. Aug 17, Nordon and Levy, Liverpool 
»Sauan, Thornvon Heath, Surrey, Augl0. Shaw, Furn ivale 
» Holborn 
Ronixson, Jouy, Westholme, Werneth, Oldham, Gotton Spinner. 
4, Murray and Wrigley, Oldham 





Sanversox, Grorce Grant, Thorne, York, Manager of Ironworks, 
Sept 16. Evans, Rotherham 

Siap£, Exras, Broadwinter, Dorset, Carpenter. Aug 16. Leigh, Beae 
minster 

Sunsvar, ae Halstead, Essex, Builder. Sept 1. Sewell aad Inman, 

8! ea 

Tarrant, Joserx, Hartley, Wintuey, Hants, Yeoman. Aug 5. Lamb 
and Brooks 

Wuuuse, Joun Grresita, Amlweh, Anglesea, Draper. July 31, 
Roberts, Bangor 


[@azette, July 18.} 
Aprian, Jotivs, Giesssa, Germany, Geat. Sept 30. Fielder and 
Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors’-commons 
Bevan, ee Clifton, Bristol, Gent. Sept 29. Sweet and Burroughs, 
Bri 


inn-s 
Burtey, Witttam Rosrson, Stoneygate, Leicester, Esq. Sept 1. 
Burrow, Rossrt, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ale and Porter Merchant. 
Caater Tamas Dicks, Vinceutsq, Westminster, Builder. Aug 22. 
Wilkins and Co, St Swithin’s ‘ane 
Radcliffe and Co, Craven st, Strand 
Caampneys, Rev Taomas Purpes Amtam, Badsworth Ractory, York, 
CoriERgtL, CHARLES James, Golden sq, Gent. Aug 20. Collins, Far- 
nival’s-inn 
Aug 21. Edwards and Son, 
Pontypool 
Fett, Hevry Woopsvurns, Ulverston, Lancaster, Gent. 
Fowiea, Wiiir1am, Forest Hill, Kent, Gent. Sept 15. Curtis, Old 
Jewry Chambers 
Greaves, Jamas, O,enshaw, Lancaster, Boiler Maker. Aug 30. Hib 
bert, Hyde 
Co, Chancery lane 
Hickson, Amelia Anx, Clevedon, Somerset. Septl. O’Donoghus 
Ipite, AmeLI4, Suopwyke, Sussex. Sept 1. 
row : 
Aug 26. Brown, 
High st, Marylebone A 
Jongs, SARAH ELiza, Sutherland-gardens, Maida Vale. Aug 30. Pare 
Jones, WILLIAM, South st, Manchester sq, Pawnbroker. Aug 20. Jus 
tice, Bernard st, Russell sq 
LEaKMONTH, ALEXANDER, Ventnor, Isle of Wigut, Gent. sept 1. 
Jonas, Serjeant’s inu, Coaacery lane 
Wilkinson, Goeport . 
May, Mary, Plymouth, Rope Manufacturer. Septl. Stevens and Co, 
Mitcueit, Witt1am, Luddenden Foot, York, Yeoman. Aug 18. Rob- 
son and Suter, Halitax 


risto! 
Browsr, Haxnag, Hans-place, Chelsea. Sept 1. Evans and Co, Gray’se 
Miles and Co, Leicester 
Aug 30. Lowe and Co, Hull 
Cator, WintiAM THORNHILL, Woodbastwick, Norfolk, Esq. Aug 30. 
Cierk. Aug30. Fairfoot and Webb, Clement’s-ian 
Deacon, Eanest, Pontypool, Engineer. 
Sept 30, 
Jackson, Ulverston 
Gut, James, Redland, Bristol, Gent. Aug3l. Ward, Oxford 
Hate, WaratetT, Mapledurham, nr Reading. Aug 19. Morley and 
and Anson, Bristol 
Dixon and Co, Bedford- 
Jones, Ricnarp, Windsor, Gentieman’s Servant. 
ker, Harcourt-bidgs, Temple 
LanE, THomas, Colyton, Devon, Gent. Aug 30. Wilton, Co'yton* 
MAN8EL, RuBxat, Anglesey, Southampton, Lieut-Colonel, Aug 39 
Plywoath 
sae Many, Chester. Aug 16. Hine-Haycock and Bridgman, College 
L 


Roberts, Extis, Liverpool, Retired Pilot. Aug 20. Morris and Jones, 
Liverpvol 

Roir son, Sanan, Longton, Stafford. Aag 18. Rbinson, Longton 

RusH, AL¥Yaep Ggorce AypEeRson, Fariunghoe, Nerthamptuv, Esq. 
Sept 10. Smythe and Brettell, Stapie-ian 

SaNDFoRD, GeonGe Montacus Waasks, Hertford st, Park lane. 
Sept «0. Norton and Co, Victoria si, Westmiuster 

Soot, Joan Epuunp, Kyde, Isie of Wight, Auctioneer. Ang ll. 
Fardell, Kyde 

Tuomson, Wintiam, Exeter, M.D. 
Oxford st 

oe, Maxx Ann, Beresford st, Newington, Aug 20. Bohm, Old 

ewry 


Sept 2. Flegg, Hills-place, 


( Gazette, July 22.) 





Legislation of the Weck. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JULY 17.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Enciosure Provistonat Onper (Wurrrixeton Common). 
Tramways Orpgrs Conrramation (both passed through 
Committee). 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Brrt.—Over Darwen Corporation, ; 
Maxniacgs Conrrrmation (Hex Maszsry’s Suirs). 
JULY 18,—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Pustic Loans Remission. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Privats Brit.—Whitebaven Town and Harbour Trast 
Extension. 
Encrosure Provisiona Orper (Waittrveton Common). 
JULY 21.—ROYAL COMMISSION. 
The Royal assent was given by commission to the following 
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Bills:—Dispensaries Houses (Ireland), Convention of Royal 
Burghs (Scotland), Salmon Fishery Law Amendment, Con- 
vention (Ireland) Act Repeal, Puabliic Health Act 
(Interments), Sale of Food and Drugs Amendment, Con- 
firmation of Marriages on Her Majesty’s Ships, Local 
Government Boards Provisional Order Confirmation 
(Artisans’ and Labourers’ Dwellings), Gas and Water Orders 
Confirmation, Wormwood Scrabs, Cork Borough Court 
Amendment, Enclosure (Whittington) Provisional Order 
Confirmation, Hundred of Hoo Railway, Norwich Improve- 
ment, Church Fenton, Cawood, and Westow Railway, South 
Shields Gas, Ayr Harbour Amendment, Great Grimsby 
Street Tramways, Monmouthshire Railway and Canal, 
Arlecdon and Frisington Water, Birmingham Gas (Northfield 
and Yardley), Cardiff Corporation, Edinburgh Municipal 
and Police, Great Northern Railway (Further Powers), 
Lancaster Gas, Mirfield Gas, Morecambe Gas, North British 
(Bothwell Railway) Amalgamation, North British Railway 
(Dundee and Arbroath) Joint Line, Preston Gas, Taff Vale 
Railway, Wisbech Gas, London and North-Western Railway 
(Additional Powers), Plymouth and Stonehouse Gas, Severn 
and Wye and Severn Bridge Railway Companies, Belfast 
Central Railway, Cambridge Street Tramways, Treferig 
Valley Railway, Furness Railway, Metropolitan Railway, 
Bridport Railway, Pultney Harbour, Great Eastern Railway, 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne and Gateshead Gas, South-Eastern Railway, 
Walton-on-the-Naze and Frington Improvement, Upper 
Mersey Navigation, Dublin (South) City Market Amendment, 
East and West India Dock Company, Sharpness Docks, 
Queenstown Gas and Light, Dublin Port and Docks, 
Portmadoc, Croesar and Beddgelert Tram Railway, Belfast 
Water, London, Chatham, and Dover (Sevenoaks Railway 
Purchase), Ballymena and Larne Railway, River Bann 
Navigation, London (City) Tithes, Felixstowe Railway and 
Dock, Grand Junction Canal, West Donegal Railway, 
Edwards Infant Succession Duty, Goldsmid Estate and 
Leitrim Estates, 


BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Customs Burtpincs. Army DisciPpLinE AND REGULATION. 


BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Punic Loans Remission (passed through Committee). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
PrivaTE Bris.—Medway Docks, South London Tram- 
ways. 
Tramways Orpers ConrirMATION. 
Returns. 


JULY 22.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Commons Acts (1876) AMENDMENT. 


BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Customs Buripines. Pusric Loans Remission (both 
passed through Committee). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Birrs.—Stafford and Uttoxeter Railway, Not- 
tingham Corporation, Leicester Corporation, Blackpool 
Extension and Improvement, Brentford and Isleworth Tram- 
ways. 


Hieuway Accounts 


Army DIscrPLingE AND REGULATION. 


JULY 23.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Army Discretinz anpD Reauiation (ComMENCEMENT) (also 
read a third time). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JULY 17.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
East Inpian Ratmiway. KnicurTssripGgz AND OTHER CROWN 
Lanps. 


BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 
Supreme Court or Jupicature Acts AMENDMENT (passed 
through Committee). 
Inv1a (passed through Committee). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 
Private Bitts.—Felixstowe Railway and Dock, Grand 
Junction Canal, London (City) Tithes Commutation. 


JULY 18.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Perroteum Acr (1871) AMENDMENT. 


RaItways AND TELEGRAPHS IN 





BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Army DiscrpLinz AND ReEGuLATION (Commencement) 
(clause 1). Perroteum Acr (1871) AmenpMenr (passed 
through Committee). 


BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Raltways AND TELEGRAPHS IN INDIA, 


JULY 22.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Bankruptcy Law AMENDMENT. 


BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Army DiscretiIne AND REGULATION (CommEeNcEMENr) 
(passed through Committee and also read a third 
time). 

BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Poor Law AMENDMENT (No. 2). Commissioners OF Worxs 
(Tuames Piers). 


BILL IN COMMITTEE, 
Turnpike Acts ConTINUANCE, 








taw Student’s Soural. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
FINAL EXAMINATION. 
June, 1879. 


At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination 
committee recommended the following gentlemen, under the 
age of twenty-six, as being entitled to honorary disting: 
tion :— 

Charles Elton Longmore, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Gepp & Sons, of Chelmsford ; and Mr. Thomas 
Joseph Sworder, of Hertford. 

Edward Clayton, who served his clerkship to Messrs, 
Boulton & Sons, of London. 

John Mitchell Mitchell, who served his clerkship to Messra, 
Wansey & Bowen, of London. 

John Charles Buckwell, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Evershed & Shapland, of Brighton; and Mr. Henry 
Sowton, of London. 

Henry Charles Swan, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Swan & Arnott, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne; and Mr, Alfred 
Wright Surtees, of London. 

Thomas Rothwell Haslam, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Ramwell, Pennington, & Bradshaw, of Bolton. 

Charles Lovett Grundy, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Cowdell, Grundy, & Browne, of London. 

Thomas Ledbrooke Grimes, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Greenway & Campbell, of Warwick ; and Messrs, 
Robinson, Preston, & Stow, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr. Longmore, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clement’s Inn, value ten guineas, 

To Mr. Clayton, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s Inn, value five guineas. 

To Mr. Mitchell, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
New Inn, value five guineas. 

To Mr. Buckwell, Mr. Swan, Mr. Haslam, Mr, Grundy, 
and Mr. Grimes, prizes of the Incorporated Law Society, 
value five guineas each. 

The examiners have also certified that the following can- 
didates, under the age of 26, whose names are placed in 
alphabetical order, passed examinations which entitle them 
to commendation :— 

Frederick Broadbridge, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Barrell, Rodway, & Barrell, of Liverpool. 

William Henry Clough, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Terry & Robinson, of Bradford; and Messrs. H. B. Clarke 
& Son, of London. s 

James William Loader Cooper, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Bailey & White, of Winchester; and Messrs. 
Pickett & Mytton, of London. 

William Hastings Fowler, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Moody, Turnbull, & Graham, of Scarborough; and 
Messrs. Layton & Jaques, of London. 

James Hargreave, B.A., who served his clerkship to 
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Mears, Johnson, Barclay, & Johnson, of Birmingham ; and 


Burton, Yeates, & Hart, of Jondon. 


Francis Quekett Louch, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
John Louch, of Langport ; Mr. Henry Burke Godwin, of 
Newbury ; and Messrs. Gregory, Rowcliffe, Rowcliffe, & 


Rawle, of London. 


Alfred Parkinson, who served his clerkship to Messrs, Dibb, 
»& Clegg, ot Barnsley ; and Messrs. Torr, Janeways, 


Torr, & Gribble, of London. 


Samuel Royle Shore, jun., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Saunders & Bradbury, of Birmingham ; and Messrs. 


Crowder, Anstie, & Vizard, of London. 


The council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 


merit, : , 
The number of candidates examined was 289; of these, 


90 passed, and 69 were postponed, 





INNER TEMPLE. 


The following gentlemen have been elected to scholarships 
ty this society :—In common law—Mr. Francis Amboor 
Keating, B.A., late scholar of St. John’s College, Oxford. 
In real property law—Mr. George Cave, B.A.. scholar of St, 


John’s College, Oxford ; and in equity—Mr. O. Williams. 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Cov 
Date. APPEAL. 
Monday, July 28Mr. King 
Tuesday ...... 29 Merivale 


Rotts, 


Wednesday.... 30 King Teesdale 
Thursday .... 31 Merivale Farrer 
Friday, August 1 King Teesdale 
Saturday.....6 2  #§Merivale Farrer 
y.C. Bacon. V.C. Haun, 
Monday, July 28Mr. Ward Mr. Latham 
Tuesday...... 29 Pemberton Leach 
Wednesday.... 30 Ward Latham 
Thursday .... 31 Pemberton Leach 
Friday, August 1 Ward Latham 
Saturday....,. 2 | Pemberton Leach 








Master oF Tr 
THS V.C. Mauins. 


Mr. Teesdale Mr. Jackson 


Cobby 
Jackson 
Cobby 
Jackson 
Cobby 


Mr. Justice 


RY. 
Mr. Koe 
Clowes 
Koe 
Clowes 
Koe 
Clowes 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 28,—Mesers. Exrtis & Son, at the Mart, at 2 p.m. 
freehold and leasehold properties (see advertisement, July 19, 


p. 6). 
July 28. —Messre WEATHERALL & GREEN, at the Mart, at 2 
p-m., freehold and leasehold properties, and policies of 


assurance (see advertisement, July 19, p. 4) 


July 29,—Drenennam, TEwson, & FARMER, at the Mart, at 2 
+ freehold property (see advertisement, this week p. 4). 
July 3.—Meesrs. Biaxz, Son, & Hanvpock, at the Mart, at 


2p.m., freehold estate (see advertisement, July 19, p. 5). 


30.—Messrs. C. C. 








19, p. 6). 
PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
July 24, 1879. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

3 per Cent, Consols, 97 ’) Annuitias, April, ’85, 9 

Ditto for Acvcunt, at, 973 | Do. (Red Sen T.) Aug. thes 
Do: 3 per Cent. Rednced, 975 Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct.25 pm. 
Now 3 per Cenv., 973 Ditto, £500, Do, 25 pm. 

Do, S$ perCent., Jan, "94 Ditto, 2100 & £26¢, 25 pm. 


Ey. 


+ #§ perCant., Jan. ’94 
anuities, Jan, ’80 





Taytor & Son, at the Mart, freehold 
and leasehold properties (see advertisement, this week, p. 4). 
July 31.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the, 
» reversion (see advertisement, July 19, p. 
1.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, WATNEY, 

, at 2 p.m., freehold properties (see advertisement, July 


Bank of England Stock, 265 
Ditte for Account. 


6). 
rs Co., at the 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind. Stk., 5 per C., July, ’80, 103 ; Enf.Pr.5§ perCent., May, 81 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. ’88, 104} April, 64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent, , Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2ad Enf.Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





RAILWAY STOCK. 















| Railways. Paid. Closing Price. 

Stock Bristol and Exeter ........ ia ae 100 — 
Stock!Caledonian ... 100 | 964 
Stock |Glasgow and South-Western .., 190 84 

Stock |Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .. 100 | 59 
Stock Great Norther .reccesccococcoceeere. cece sovee| £00 | 

a ee Fe LS ee URS Hf” 1234 
Stock |Great Southern and Western of Ireland ,,....| 100 | 119 
Stock |Great Western—Original ..........seessssssseees 100 | 95} 





Stock |Lancashire and Yorkshire ........00 
Stock |London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover 
Stock (London and North-Western . 

























Stock London and South Western ...... 100 1344 
Stock |Manchester, Sheffeld, and Lincol ..| 100 77k 
Stock Metropolitan 100; 9117 
Stock}  Do., District ..ccccccosccscsesessoree 100 643 
Stock |Midland......cccsseee . dcneieien 100 | 1274 
SROGE FORE BEILIGN: cep ccoscacecvossreceqsescacesceetscocseses] LOO | 11g 
Stock North Eastern 100 | = 13 
Stock /North London ..s-ssessssessesseeeeseess 100 162 
Stock North Staffordshire’ ......... senaChpenienancesnagos 100 53 
Stock South Devon side 100 — 
Stock South-Eastern ve} 100 127 











* A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 


CHUCKERBUTTY.—July 9, at 8, Coningham-road, Shepherd’s- 
pr the wife of H. G. Chuckerbutty, B.A., barrister-at-law, 
of a son. 

GREENWELL.—July 16, at Tynemouth, Northumberland, the 
wife of Mr. W. J. Greenwell, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

HvuttTon.—July 18, at Roseneatb, Rawdon, near Leeds, the 
wife of F. Douglas Hutton, solicitor, of a son. 

Ratkes.—July 16, at Hill Ash, Dymock, Gloucestershire, the 
wife of W. A. Raikes, barrister-at-law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 


Bitton—Hinps.—July 17, at All Saints’, Acton, Alfred 
Bilton, of 4, Coleman-street, London, solicitor, to Emily 
Sarah Hinds, of Turnham-green, widow of the Right Rev. 
Samuel Hinds, D.D., late Lord Bishop of Norwich. 

BrooxE—NicHoLas.—July 17, at West Molesey Church, 
Surrey, George Brooke, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at- 
law, to Alice Elizabeth, daughter of the Rev, ‘Tressilian. 
George Nicholas, M.A., Vicar of West Molesey. 


DEATHS. 


CuaRKE.—July 18, on board the mail steamer Lombardy, 
Arthur Edward Clarke, of Penang, barrister-at-law, aged 31. 

LoneMorE.—July 18, at Hertford Castle, Philip Longmore, 
solicitor, for many + ype under-shoriff and treasurer for the 
country of Hertford, aged 79. 

Orr.—July 9, on board the P. and O. s.s. Lombardy, Alex- 
ander Douglas Orr, B.A., barrister-at-law, of Lincoln’s-inn 
and Calcutta, aged 31. 








In a case of Thurman v. Bertram, before the Exchequer 
Division this week, a “baby elephant” was produced 
-in evidence. The Times reporter says the baby elephant 
walked into court, with bells on his head, following his 
keeper in the most perfect way. He threaded his way 
through the ‘* mazes of the law” in the body of a crowded 
court in the most wonderful and clever fashion, like the 
most accomplished Q.C., and caused some consternation 
by making his exit at the other side, where no passage had 
been cleared in the crowd. While he stood, a mute witness 
for the defence, before the jury, Mr. E. Jones said, cross- 
examining, ‘‘I have no questions to ask.” [It is obvious 
that this remark was premature, inasmuch as the witness had 
not been sworn. | 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fray, July 18, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 


To Surrender in London. 
Barber, Robert, Old Kent rd, Builder. Pet July 15. Murray, Aug 5 
at 11 


Young, Alexander, and Thomas Robert Wilson Yo ung, Charing cross, 
Bakers. Pet Julyli. Pepys. July 30 at 12.30 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Allen, Williem Arthur, Cardiff, Jeweller. Pet July 14. Langley. 
Cardiff, July 29 at 11 
Askham, John Unwin, and Philip Unwin Askham, Sheffield, Steel 
Manufacturers. Pet July 17. Wake. Sheffield, July 30 at 2 
Eurtenshaw, Eéweréd, Alton, Southampton, Grocer, Pet July 16. 
Godwin. Wirchester, Aug 2 at 10 
out John, Birmingham, Baker. Pet July 16, Cole. Birmingham, 
ug 6 at 2 
Hawes, William Christopher,Nerthampton, Music Seller. Pet July 5. 
Dennis. Northampton, July 26 at 10 
—= —— Maria, Redland, Bristol. Pet July 8. Harley. Bristol, 
ug 7 at 
Matthews, Richard, and Mary Matthews, Ugborough, Devon, Millers. 
Pet July 15. Edmends. Eart Stonehouse, July 30 at 12 
Reberts, Joseph, and William Roberts, Priory Mount, near Liverpool, 
Coal Merchants. Pet July 14. Bellringer. Liverpool, July 30 at 12 
Thomas, Thomas P , Flevr-de-lis, Newport, Monmouth, Draper. 
Pet July 16. Davis. Newport, July 30 at 2.30 
Utley, Wilism, sen, Burnley, Draper. Pet July 15. Hartley. Burnley, 
July 31 at 3 
TvuEsDAY, July 22, 1879, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Daines, Thomas, Walthamstow, Essex, Draper, Pet July 17. Murray. 
Aug 5 at 11.30 
Ford, Richard, Bishopsgate st Without, Confectioner. Pet July 17. 
Murray. Aug 5 at 12 
Ffrance, Robert John Barton Wilson, Westminster Palace Hotel, 
Westminster. Pet Jnly 17. Murray. Aug iat 1 
Graham, James, Finsbury pl, Accountant, Pet July 17, Murray. 
Aug 5 at 12.30 
Hart, Aaron, and John Hart, Houndsditch, Boot Manufacturers. Pet 
July 17, Murray. Aug 12 at 11.30 
Miller, Launcelot Shadwe!l, Chepstow pl, Westbourne grove. Pet July 
18. Pepys, Aug 6 at 12,30 
Plant, Thomas Wallace, and Joseph Plant, Gracechurch st, Commission 
Merchants. Pet July17. Murray. Aug 6 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Deffet, Erma, Herne Bay, Kent. Pet July 18. Furley. Canterbury, 
Aug |5at3 
Lsidlaw, James, and Albert Ames, Bonrnemouth, Hants, Riding 
School Proprietors. Pet July 17. Dickinson. Poole, Aug 2 at 10 
Page, Charles, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat Owner. Pet July 18. Worlledge. 
Great Yarmouth, Ang 6 at 2 
Rimmer, Thomas, Birkdale, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet July 18. Bell- 
ringer. Liverpool, Ang 6 at 12 
Shaw, Samrel Walter, Stain'and, York, Merchant. Pet July19. Ran- 
kin. Halifax, Aug 2 at 11 
Sommerville, John, Bristol, Builder. Pet July 17. Harley. Bristol, 
Aug 6 at 2 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fatpay, July 18, 1879. 


Jewitt, Henry, Leighton rd, Kentish town, Toy Importer. April 4 
Kinchant, James Richard, Queen’s ri, Dalston, Provision Dealer 


July 12 
Turepay, July 22, 1879. 


Faweett, Henry, Ravenna rd, Putney, barrister-at-law. July 19 
Taylor, Martha, Daniel Taylor, and Thomas Taylor, Road, Somerset, 
Woollen Cloth Manufacturers. July 17 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, July 18, 1879. 


Abrahams, Nathan, Salford, Lancaster, Cabinet Maker, Aug 5 at3a 
offices of Leyland. Cocper st, Manchester 

Armstrong, Adam Rankine, New Briggate, Leeds, Ironmonger. July 
31 at 3 at the Law Institution, Albion place, Leeds. Eddison and 
Eddison, Leeds 

Atherton, Joseph, and Dav'd Bibby Jones, Liverpool, Estate Agents. 
July 31 at 2 at offices of Harris, Union ct, Castle st, Liverpoo! 

Atkinson, James, Cariixie, Painter. Aug iat 11 at offices of Donald 
and Ostel), Cus'le st, Carlisle 

Austen, David, Shooter’s Hi'l road, Greenwich, Market Gardener. Aug 
5 at 12 at the Leciwre Hill, Greenwich, Peake, Woolwich 

Baines, William Brown, South Shields, Master Mariner. July 30 at 3 
at offices of Purvis ard Son, King st, South Shields 

Baker, Hannah, and Joseph Pick, Redland, Bristol, Confectioners. July 
25 at 12 at offices of Collins, Broad st, Bristol Salmon, Bristol 

Barsby, William, Warwick rd, Kensington, Coal Merchant, July 31 
= 2 at offices of Morphett and Hanson, King st, Cheapside. ‘erry 

ing st 

Bartiem, Joseph, Wo'verhampton, Builder. July 30 at 11 at offces of 

Siirk, North st, Wolverhampton $ 








LT 

Batchelor, Joseph, Lee, Buckingham, Plait Dealer. July 31 
the Royal Hotel, near the Railway Station, Tring, Clarke, a 
Wycombe 

Bell, William Moncrieff, Liverpool, Draper. July 30 at 12 at officess 
Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Bland, Frederick, Bingham, Nottingham, Saddler. July 30 ata 
offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Bolland, George Whitfield, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Licensed Victualler, 
July 30 at 11 at offices of Young, Collingwood st, Newcastio-upon. 

'yne 

Boughey, James, Stoke-upon-Trent, Contractor. July 28 at 1 a 
offices of Mayer, Waterloo rd, Bursiem 

Brady, Phillip, Leeds, Grocer. July 30 at 11 at offices of Cousins, Bank 
chambers, Park row, Leeds 

Brown, Joseph Thomas, jun, St George’s, Gloucester, Pork Butcher, 
July 30 at 11 at offices of Tonkin, Albion chambers, Bristol 

Browne, William Eaton, Wolverhampton, Stone Worker. Aug 5 atl) 
at offices of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 

Bull, Thomas, Gatcombe, Isle of Wight, Farmer. July 30 at ig 
Warburton’s Hotel, Newport. Joyce, Newport 

Caffreta, Arthur Frederick, nnd Ambrose Taylor, Liverpool, Bicycle 
Manufacturers. Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Nordon and Levy, Victorig 
st, Liverpool 

Carrenter, James, Birmingham, Earthenware Dealer. July 29 at $4 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Carr, Jesse, West Hartlepool, Durham, Fruiterer. July 31 at lig 
offices of Wilson, Church st, West Hartlepool 

Cavanah, John, Manchester, Hatter, Aug7 at 2 at ltl, Cheapside 
Clift 


Chester, Thomas, Nottingham, Builder, Aug 8 at 12 at offices of Fraser, 
Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Clarke, Thomas, Stocktou-on-Tees, Cabinet Maker. July 31 at la 
offices of Brayshay, High st, Stockton-on-Tees 

Coad, Theophilus, Horseshoe alley, Finsbury, Telegraph Engineer, 
Aug 5 at 2 at offices of Ernest, Queen st pl, Cannon st. Kaye, 
King st, Cheapside ‘ 

Collings, George, Landport, Hants, Timber Merchant. Aug 2 at 12 a 
St George’s Hotel, St George’s sq, Portsea. Munrs asd Longden, 
Old Jewry, London 

Cox, Thomas, Barnack, Northampton, Wheelwright. Aug 1 at 12a 
offices of Chapman, St Mary’s st, Stamford 

Craig, Andrew, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Aug 5 at 2 at office 
of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Crowther, John Pickup, Brierley Wood, Huddersfield, Mason. Ang6 
at 3 at offices of Kamsden and Sykes, John William st, Huddersfield 

Davies, David, Towyn, Merioneth, Grocer. July 31 at 12 at offices of 
Hoghes and Sons, Pier st, Aderystwith 

Davies, Evan, Towyn, Merioneth, Sadgler, Aug 2 at 12 at officesof 
Hughes and Sons, Pier st, Aberystwith 

Dickson, Allan McKechnie, and Alexander MeKechnie Dicksoa, 
Congleton, Builders. Aug 4 at 11 at ths Lion and Swan Hotel, Wet 
st, Congleton. Garside, Congleton 

Durham, Ernest, Canton buildings, Poplar, Teacher of Music. July 
29 at 3 at offices of Barfield, Finsbury place 

Eccles, John, Accrington, Grocer. July 30 at 3 at the Mechanic’ 
Institution, St James’s st, Accrington. Haworth and Broughto, 
Accrington 

Edmonds, Edwin Kirkwood, Chertsey, Surrey, Hotel Keeper. July% 
at 2 at offices of Jenkins, Guildford st, Chertsey 

Exley, Wilfred, Armley, Leeds, Milk Dealer. July 31 at 3 at officesof 
Hopps and Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

Fiddles, Robert, Kirkgate, Wakefield, Licensed Victualler. July 30 a 
3 at the George Hotel, Westgate, Wakefield. Horner, Wakefield 

Field, Francis John, Wick rd, South Hackney, Cheesemonger. July 
28 at 3 at offices of Widdecombe, Metropolitan chambers, Broad st 

Field, Thomas, Bosworth rd, Upper Westbourne Park, Baker. Augi 
at 3 at offices of Miles, King Edward st, Newgate st 

Fisher, Robert Blake Horman, The Avenue, Hammersmith, Solicitor. 
July 29 at at offices of Scott, Aldermanbury 

Fisher, William Frederic, Belgrave, Leicester, Commercial Traveller. 
Aug | at 8 at offices of Loseby and Co, Market pl, Leicester 

Fisk, William George, Ipswich, Painter. July 31 at 12 at Pearce’s 
Rooms, Prince’s st, Ipswich. Hill, Ioswich 

Fotherby, John Peacock, Tatburv, Stafford, Veterinary Surgeon. Aug 
1 at 11 at the Midland Hotel, Burton-on-Trent, Wiison, Burton-on 
Trent 


Fox, David Wright, Upperholme, nr Halifax, Stuff Manufacturer. 
-s uly 31 at 10 at offices of Wuod and Co, Commercial Bank bldgs, 
radford 
Fryer, Robert, Aston-juxta-Birminghan, out of business. July 90 at 
3 at offices of Reeves, Paradise st, Birmingham 
Gibson, James Wilson, Stockton-on-Tees, Grocer. Aug 1 at 12 at the 
Vane Arms Hotel, High st, Stockton-on-Tees. Anderson, York 
Gill, Barnabas, Barnsley, Innkeeper. Aug 5 at 11 at tue Queen’s Hotel, 
Regent st, Barns'ey. Parker, Barnsley 
Godwin, John, ngham, General Dealer, July 30 at 12 at offices 
offices of Buller ani Bickley, Bennett’s hil, Birmingham 
Goodman, John Ells, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Confectioner. AUg 
3 “= at offices of Dewes and Mussoa, Market st, Ashby-de-la- 
ou 
Greaves, James Harrison, Hyde, Chester, Baker. Aug 7 at 3 at offices 
of Hibbert, Clarendon pl, Hyde 
Hall, Frederick Chatterton, Waterloo, Lancaster, Builder. Jaly 31 at 
2 at offices of Jackson and Tomkies, Sweeting st, Liverpool 
Hardwick, Mark, Guiseley. York, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer. July 
29 at 3 at offices of Wells, Coekridge st, Leeds 
Hart, Henry, Jewin st, Manufacturer of Children’s Apparel, July % 
at 3 at 111, Cheapside. Green, Queen st 
Hawkins, Charles, Westminster Bridge rd, Chair Manufacturer. July 
28 at 4 at offices of Marshall, Chancery lane : 
Haynes, Francis, Hulme, Lancaster, Joiner. Auglat 3at the Mitre 
otel, Cathedral steps, Manchester, Whitworth, Manchester _ 
Payward, John Edward, and Edward Ponrch Hayward, Trowbridge, 
Wilts, Woollen Cloth Manufacturers. July 31 at | at offices of Rods 
way and Co, Union st, Trowbridge 7 
Haywood, Tom, and Joxe:h H on Machin, Birmingham, Cabinet 
Case Makers, Ju'y 30 at 3 at offices of Wright and Marshall, Tow2: 
hall chambers, New st, Birmingham 
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ebbert, Benbow, jan, Birmingham, Solicitor. July 29 at 3 at 
one Ss ey and Co, Waterloo st, Bi 
H Jed dish, B e-ton, Nottingham, Stone Mason. July 29 at 
11 at offices of Wells and Hind, Fletcher gate, Nottingham 
Hoare, Somast, panes # Dorset sq, Carman. July 28 at 12 at offices 
Pain, one Fr 
ecenl, 20hs, E ton, oo Farmer. Augl at 2 at offices of 
jo, Pe; st, Chester 
atte ores ne woton, Bootmaker, July $0 at 3.30 at omoes 
igh et, So .thampton 
nts Woes, St Helen's, Lancaster, ont of business, Aug 5 at 2 
at offices of Ma-sey, Hardshaw st, St Helen's 
Hyam, Alfred Ivaac, King st. Finsbury, Horse Collar Manufacturer. 
July 25 at 2 at officers of Cullings, Buckingham s+, Strand 
Price, Mare st, Hackney, Upholsterer. July 30 at 12 at 
Jey, Jane Takes a Snow, College hill Cannon st 
Jones, James, West Bromwich, Brass Founder, July 30 at 1! at offices 
of Topham, High st, West Bromwich 
Willian, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Builder. Aug 12 at 3 at offices 
of Boote «nd Ed.ar, Booth st, Manchester 
Kershaw, Arvhur, Huddersfield, Coal Merchant. July 30 at 3.45 at 
offices of Armitage, Lord st, Huddersfield 
Lakin, William. Laneham, Nottingham, Farmer. Aug 1 at 11 at offices 
of Bescovy, Grove st, Retford ‘ 
Lamb, John Henry, Burton-on-Trent, Commission Agent. July 31 at 
1] at Cheese Ha'l Vauits, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 
h, Smon, Chorley, Lancaster, Wagon Builder. Aug 11 at 12 at 
8 High st, Cho:lev, Jackson i 
Lister, Richard tastwood, Burnley, Tailor. July 23 at 3 at offices of 
Artindale, Hargre+ves st, Burnley 
Longman, James Partridge, Chumleigh, Devon, Painter. Auglatll 
at offices of Searle, Q reen st chambers, Queen st, Exeter 
Luxton, Willim, Winkleigh, Devon, Farmer. July 31 at 2 at offices 
of Fulford, North Tawton : 
Lyon, Rober’, Middlesborough, out of business. July 26 at 11 at offises 
of Spry, Zetland rd, Middlesvorough 
Marland, James, Chippenham, Wilts, Enginesr. Jaly 31 at 12 at 
offices of Locke, Melksham 
McGrath, James, Liverpool, Provision Merchant. Aug 1 at 3 at offices 
of Lupton, Harrington st, Liverpool 
Melon, William, Workin»ton, Cumberland, Grocer. July 31 at 11 at 
Green Dragon Hotel, Workington. Pais'ey, Workington 
Miles, William I.saac, H gh st, Brentwood, lronmonger. Ju!y 29 at 3 
at offices of Scot, Aldermanbury 


Mcore, Wiliam, jun Sou hsea, Hints, Provision Merchant. Jaly 2) 
at 3 at 46 St James’s st, Portsea. Feltham, Portsea 
Mort, Harry Leonard, l_ydiate, near Ormskirk, Farmer. Aug 6 at 12 


at office: of Pennock and White, Sweeting st, Liverpool 
Mudd, Henry. Saiiburv-by-the-Sea, Yor<, Tailor. Aug 1 at 12 at 
offices of Jacks a, Albert rd, Middiesborough 
Norris, James, Bi kenhead, Chester, Bootmaker, July 30 at 3 at offices 
of Mawsoa, Hm lt n sq, B.rkenhead 
Ogle, Andrew, Burnley, O»tton Spinner. Jaly 30 a: 4.30 at offices of 
Sale and Co, booth st, Manchester : 
Onions, Edward, Leicester, Builder. Aug lat 3 at Midland Auction 
Mart, Market st, Leices'er. Stone and Co 
Parker, Edwin, U'verston, Lancaster, Coal Dealer, Aug 1 at 2 at 
Queen’s Hotel, U'verston. Nalier and Jones, Barrow-in-Furness 
Parker, Joho. Swanbach, Chester, Farmer. Aug 6 at 11 at Lamb 
Hotel, Audlem. Brooke 
Samuel, Oldham, Lancaster, Pian»forte Daaler. 
offices of A>croft and Sons, Clegg st, Oldhan 
Pemberton, George, Penwortham, Lancaster, General Dealer. July 
31 at 3 at offices of Edeiston, Winckley st, Preston 
Pickard, Alfred, Burnley, Cotton Spinner. July 30 at 4.45 at offices of 
Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 
Pickhover, Jam-+s, Nelson, Lancaster, Builder. July 31 at 3 at Nelson 
Inn, Nelson, Backhouse, Burnley 
Pitman, Will‘am, jan, Southampton, Grocer’s Assistant, 
2 at offices of Watrs, High st, Southampton 
Priest, Willam, Old Hii, § afford, Licensed Victualler. July 30 at 11 
at offices of Sha‘ espeare,Church st, 3 dbury 
Palsford, Geo: ve Mirsom, Birmingham, Manager of the Barlington 
Oyster Ro ms. Ang | at 3 at offices of Horton, Imperial champers, 
Colmore row, Birming'am 
Raymont, Charles Augustin, Newton Abbott, Devon, Bootmaker. 
July 39 at 2 at Grand Hotel, Bristol, Hartnoll, Exeter 
Rogers, Alfred Richard, Botirnenoath, Draper. Aug 7 at 2 at offices 
Wade, The Arcad», Bournemouth 
Rothera, Joseph, Halifax, Smith. Jaly 31 at 11 at offices of Roocock, 
Silver st, Halifax 
George, Has inzs, Builder. July 23 at 12 at Green’s Hotel, 
Havelock rod, Has ings. Jones, Hastings 
Saunders, Wiliam Jose; h, Mavchester, Hatter, July 30 at3 at offices 
of Whitworth, St James’s sq, Manchester 
Schofield, James Glover, Huddersfield, Draper. July 31 at 10.30 at 
Offices of Miln-s, New st, Huddersfield 
Beaman, L-o, L wer Swell, G oucester, Farmer. July 29 at 11 at White 
Hart Hotel, Moretou-in-Mursh, Francis, Siow on.the-Wold 
Shaw, William, Batley, York, Rag Merchant, July 31 at 3 at offices 
of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley . 
ions, John, Nottingham, Boot ani Shoe Dealer. July 31 at1l at 
offices of -tevenson, F:iar lave, Nottingham 
Smethurst, Wiliam, Dukinfield, Ohester, Monumental Sculptor. July 
a -y 3 at Commercial Hotel, King st, Dukinfield. Gurforth, Dukin- 


Smith, Jemes, South Bank, York, Butcher. July 31 at 10 at offices o 
Ward, albert rd, Middiesborough 

Smith, W her, Oidhim, Lancaster, Grocer. July 31 at 3 at offices of 
Clegg, Cleeg st, O.dham 

Smyth, Rubert David, St Mary Axe, Merchant. Aug 5 at 2 at offices of 

jolton and Co, ‘'empie gardens, Temple 

Spencer, Lucy E iza, oridgewater sq, Barbican, Bookbinder, Aug 6 at 
3 at 7 Fenchurch st, Neal, Lime st 

hn, Suide lind, Durham, Joiner. Aug 1 at 3 at offices of 

Bowey and Brewis, Fawcett st, Sunderland 


Aug l at 3at 


July 30 at 





Sykes, Joseph, Lindley, Huddersfield, Grocer, July 23 at 11 at offices 
of Welsh, Queen st, Huddersfield * 2 


Tasch, Marks, Park terrace, Dorset sq, Tailor. July 30 at 10.30at 

offices of Hi iy pton buildings. Chancery lane 

Taylor, Charles Heaton, Richard Brittain, and Mahion Frederick 
Imisson, Ulleskelf, York, Ironfounders. July 29 at 3.at offices of 
Thompson, Townhall buildings, Tadcaster 

Teasdale, John, Durham, Gunsmith. Aug | at 11 at offices of Cham- 
bers, Sadler st, Dorham 

Thomas, Ann, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Grocer, July 29 at 12 at 
offices of James and Co, High-st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Thomas, George, Lamphay, Pembroke, Joiner. July 23 at 12 at offices 
of Thomas, Cracknell st, Tenby . 

Thompson, John Robert, Rankin st, Hammersmith, Butcher. July 28 
at 2 at offices of Parke, Colebrooke row, Islington 

Thompson, Walter, Provost st, Hoxton, Licensed Victualler. July 31 
at 10 at offices of Bicgenden, Well st, Hackney 

Townsend, Henry, Deansgate, Manchester, Agent. July 31 at 11 at 
offices of Preston and Young, Nortolk st, Manches‘er 

Tysom, George, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manafacturer. July 31 at 
10,30 at offices of Neve, Park st West, Luton. 

Vernon, George, Goldenhill, Stafford, Farmer. Jaly 29 at 11 at offices 
of Heaton, Brickhouse st, Burslem 

Waite. Joseph, Banbury, Oxfora, Grocer. July 25 at 12 at offices ot 
Goldring, Sowthampton st, Bl bury sq. Crosby, Banbury 

Warren, Franeis, Eastville, Gloucester, Greengrocer. July 25 at 12 at 
offices of Ayre, Broad st, Bristol. 

Waters, George, Llantarnam, Monmouth, Innkeep:2r, 
Offices ot Gibbs and Llewellyn, Tredegar pl, Newport 

Watson, George, Middlesborough, Printer. July 30 at 2 at offices of 
Tele, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Wetton, Charles, Queen’s rd, Bayswater, Tailor. Aug 1 at 3 at 145, 
Oneapside. Robinson 

Wiicock, James William, Hulme, near Manchester, Baker. July 31 at 
3 at offices of Simpson and Hockin, Mount st, Albert sq, Manchester 

Wilkins, Frederick William, Whitechapel rd, Egg Merchant. July 29 
at 3 at 62, Chancery lane. Marshall 

Wilson, George Frederick, Essex rd, Islington, General Salesman. 
July 26 at 10 at oftices of Biggenden, Weil st, Hackney 

Wootton, Edward Davis, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer, Aug 1 atlla 
ottices of Stanley, Bridge st, Walsall 

Wurtzburg, Edward, and Charies Edward Waurtzborg, Leeds, Mere 
chants, Aug 6 at 3 a; offices of North and Sons, East parade, Leeds 

Younger, James, Walsa'l, Stafford, Draper. July 31 at 11 at the 
Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson pl, Birmiogham. Shakespeare, Oldbury 


Tuespay, July 22, 1879, ° 

Ajams, Albert, Clifton, Bristol, Furnitare Daaler. Aug 6 at 2 at 
offices of Salmon, Broad st, Bristol 

Adcock, William George, Spurstowe rd, Hackney, Manufacturer. 
July 29 at 10at offices of Harding ani Co, Penionvilie rd. Staniland, 
Coarterhouse sq 

Addis, Edward, Holmer, Hereford, Commis:ion Agent. Aug 7 at 12 
at offices of Wallis, Commercial st, Hereford 

Atkin, Henry George, Colwich, Stafford. Aug 5 at 3 at offices of Mor- 
gan, Martin st, Stafford 

Baker, Elias, Warmiuster, Wilts, Draper. July 31 at 12 at the Grand 
Hotel, Bristo'. srittain and Co, Bristol 

Barker, Janes, Slaithwaite, York, Cartwright. Aug 7 at 3 at offices 
of Sykes and Son, Market st, Huddersfield 

Barlow, Joseph, Burslem, Stafford, Coal Merchant, 
offices of Asirmail, Albion st, Hanley 

Batty, Manasseh, and Henry Batty, Birkenshaw, nr Loeds«, Engineers. 
Aug 6 at 10 at offices of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 

Becker, Carl, Chipping Norton, Oxford, Gas fitter. July 30at11 at 
the Crown Hotel, Chipping Norton. Wilkins, Chipping Norton 

Bedford, David, Emley, York, Cloth Merchant. Aug 5 at 2 at the 
Royal Hotel, Wood st, Wakefield. Senior, Barnsley 

Be Iman, Henry, Liverpoo!, Cabinet Maker. Aug 5 at 2 at offices of 
Filde:, Nort Jonn st, Liverpool 

Be :susan, Jacob Samuei Levy, Wood st, Cheapside, Dealer ia Ostrich 
Feathers. Aug 6 at 2 at offices of James and Edwards, Cannon st. 
Bowen, Moorgate st 

Billmzton, James, Leicester, Seedsman. Aug 5 at 3 at offices of Shires, 
Mark-t st, Leicester 

Biuns, Williams, Liversedge, York, Currier. Jaly 30 at 3 at the Black 
Buli Inn, Mirfield. Sykes 

Bostuml-y, Benjamin, Manningham, York, Builder. 
o'hces of Rawson and Oo, Picsadilly, Braeford 

Bradley, James, Congleton, Caeshire, Licensed Victualler. Aug 6 at 
11 at the Lion and Swan Hotel, West st, Congleton, Garside, Con- 
giecon 

Brearey, Plummer Thomas, and Richard Ba’dwin, Aldermanbury, 
Manufacturers’ Agents, Aug7at2at the Guildhall Coffee House, 
Gresham st. Sturt, Ironmo:ger lane 

Briel-y, James, Little Halton, Lancashire, Grocar, 
ottices of Ramwell and Co, Mawdsley st, B lton 

Br adbent, Joseph, andJ ohn Appleyard, Armley, Leeis, Brickmakers. 
Aug 2 at 11 at offices of Lowrey, Souta parade, Leeds. Hopps and 
Beatford 

Brook, Thomas, Exeter, Tailor, Aug 2 at 10.30 at the Castle Hotal, 
Castle st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 

Brownsword, John, Hanley, Butcher. Aug | at 11 at offices of Julian, 
Queen’s chambers, Liverpool rd, Bursl-m 

Buaerus, George Louis, Cheapside, Manutacturers’ Agent. Aug 11 at 
8 at ottices of Boyes und Childs, Poultry. Nicholls, Gresham st 

Bullock, Frederic, and Edwin Bellock, Swavesey, Cambridge, Poultry 
Breeders. Aug 5 at 11 30 at offices of Watts, Si Ives 

Bu cher, Henry, Acton, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer, Aug 1 at 12 at the 
Ro-e and Crown Inn, Suabary. Jones. Co chester 

Cant, or Wymark, Harwich, Essex, Builder. Aug 7 at 2 at offices 
of Cobbold and Co, King’s Quay st, Harwich 

Carr, Ricvard, Southport, Bricklayer. Aug 7 at 2 at offices of Welsby 
and Co, Lord st, Southport 

Carter, Harry, Fartown, Pudsey, York, Innkeeper. Aug 4 at Ll at 

offices of Berry and Robinson, Charles st, Bradford 

Carier, James, Sevenoaks, Kent, Beer Retailer. Aag 6 at 12 at the 

Sennocke arms, Sevenvaks. Gregory, Moorgate st, London 





Aug 1 at 12 at 


July 31 at ll at 


July 3latll at 


July 31 at 3 at 
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Cavanagh, John, Manchester, Hatter. Aug 7 at 2 at offices of Clift 


Cheapside 
Chorlton, John , Openshaw, nr Manchester, Joiner. Aug 5 at 3 at offices 
of Nuttall and Son, John Dalton st, Manchester 
Clark, John, Alresford, Southampton, Surveyor. 
of Bailey and White, Jewry st, Winchester 
Collins, Charles, Burbage, Leicester, Agricultural ye ee Maker. 
Aug 5 at 11 at the George Hotel, Hinckley. Bland, Hinckley 
Corfe, William, Upper Norwood, Surrey, Tailor. Aug 6 at 11 at offices 
of Swan, Camberwell New rd 
Cottrell, Alfred, Wallingford, Berks, Butcher. Aug 5 at 2 at the 
Feathers Inn, Market place, Wallingford. Cooper, Chancery lane, 
London 
Cranstone, Ieaac, Crondall, Southampton, Bricklayer. Aug 8 at 12 at 
the Townhall, Farnham. Potter, Farnham 
Crathorne, George, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Lime Merchant. Aug 6 at 
12 at offices of Greener, St John’s chamb ers, Grainger st West, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne 
Crossley, Jonathan, ard William Allott, Cleckheaton, York, Builders. 
Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 
Cubitt, John Charles, Upper Bangor, Carnarvon, Music Seller. Aug 
5 at 1) at the Westminster Palace Hotel, London, Hughes, Bangor 
Darlington, Thomas, Hanley, Stafford, Watchmaker. July 31 at 11 at 
the Albion Hotel, Albion place, Hanley. Lawrence, Hanley 
David, Herman, and Leon David, Ely place, Diamond Merchants. Aug 
6 at 2at Inns of Court Hotel, digh Holborn. Leslie, Conduit st, 


Bond st 
Delany, John Collins, Sussex rd, Holloway, Ship Owner, Aug 7at3 
July 31 at3 





Aug 5 at 3 at offices 


at offices of Lawrance and Co, O'd Jewry chambers 
Dicker, Thomas, Royal Exchange avenue, Ship Broker. 
at offices of Kisch and Cc, Chancery lane 
Dickson, Allan McKechvie, and Alexander McKechnie Dickson, Con- 
gleton, Carriage Builders. Aug 4 at 11 at the Lion and Swan Hotel, 
West st, Congleton. Garside, Congleton 
Edge, Hannah, Mill st, Macclesfield. Aug 7 at 3 at offices of Barclay 
and Henstock, Exchange chambers, Macclesfield 
Ferris, Frank, James Ferris, and James Smith, Smith st, Northampton 
sq, Fancy Cabinet Makers. Aug 13 at2atoffices of Boak, Spring 
gardens 
Figes, Henry, Salisbury, Wilts, Hotel Keeper. Aug 4 at 1 at the Three 
Swans Hotel, Salisbury. Fryer, Exeter 
Forrester, Thomas Frederick, Hove, Sussex, Saddler. Aug 5 at 3.30 
at offices of Nye and Greenwood, Queen Victoria st. Nye, Brighton 
Forster, John, Cornworthy, Devon, Farmer. Aug 5 at 1 at the Seven 
Stars Hotel, Totnes. Floud, Exeter 
Francis, John, Clun, Salop, Farmer. Aug 7 at 12.30 at offices of Talbot 
and Woosnam, Newtown 
Freeman, Frederick Girling, Henham, Suffolk, Landand Estate Agent, 
Aug 7 at 2 at the White Hart Inn, Saxmundham. Wiltshire, Great 
Yarmouth 
Freeman, James Watling, Wimbledon, Surrey, General Dealer. 
6 at 3 at offices of Benson, Ciement’s inn, Stran 
Frost, William George, Plympton St Mary, Devon, a Messman in the 
Royal Navy. Aug 2 at il at offices of Square, George st, Plymouth 
Garbntt, Isaac, Rosedale East Side, York, Joiner. Aug 1 at 11 at the 
Abbott’s Hotel, York 
Gepp, Arthur Mildmay, Rood lane, China Merchant. July 30 at 2 at 
offices of Barrow and Gates, Gresham st. Murray and Co, Birchin 
lane 
Gibbon, Arthur James, and Walter Mitchell, Elliott’s row, South- 
wark, Builders. Aug 12 at 2 at the Law Institution, Chancery lane. 
Edmund anda Son, St Bride’s avenue, Fieet st 
Green, Frederick, Hanley, Blacksmith. Aug 2 at 11 at offices of Ten- 
nant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
Gregory, John, Newtown, Lancashire, Grocer. 
of Ashton, King st, Wigan 
Hall, Thomas, Scarborough, out of business. Aug 2 at 12 at the White 
Hart Hotel, Rettord. Richardson, Scarberough 
Hann, Bennett, Hartgrove, Dorset, Butcher. Ang 6 at3 at the Swan 
Inn, Sturminster Newton. Atkinson, Blandford 
Harrcp, George Brown, Sheffield, out of business. July 30 at 1 at 
offices of Pierson, Queen st, Sheffield 
Harry, William Dyer, Newgate +t, Kamptulicon Floor Cloth Manufac- 
turer. Aug 6 at 2 at the Guildtall Tavern, Gresham st. Russell, 
Old Jewry chambers 
Hawkes, Samuel, Hind st, Poplar, Baker. July 31 at1ll at the Uni- 
corn, Vivian rd, Romanrd. Archer, London wall 
Heppenstall, John, Masborough, York, Beerhouse |.eeper, Aug 1 at 
11 at offices of Mellor, Queen st, Sheffield 
Hesketh, William, Nantwich, Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. Aug 7 at 
11 at the Royal Hotel, Nantwich rd, Crewe. Garside, Congleton 
Hicks, John, Tunstall, Stafford, Watch Maker. Aug 5 at 11 at offices 
of Alecck, Market st, Tunstall 
Hinchley, Joseph William, Birmingham, Butcher. Aug 4 at 3 at offices 
of Docker, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Hoblyn, Samuel, Cuby, Cornwall, Farmer, 
Hedge and Co, Pydar st, Truro 
Hodkinson, John, jun, Macclesfield, Pianoforte Dealer. Aug 5 at 3 at 
offices of Barclay and Henstock, Exchange chambers, Macclesfield 
Holwuller, Mary, Totterdown, Bristol, out of business. July 31 at 2 at 
offices of Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. 
Clitton and Carter, B i 
Jeanes, Joseph Francis, Bournemouth, Builder, Aug 2 at 2 at offices 
of — and Sharp, Westover villas, Bournemouth 
Jennings, Richard, St Ives, Cornwall, Merchant. Aug 6at 12 at the 
Grand Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Bamfield, St Ives 
Jennings, William Arthur, Martock, Somerset, Clothier. Aug 5 at2 at 
the Bank Hotel, Bridge st, Bristo}. Grey, Bradforl-on-Avon 
Jones, David, Leicester, Leather Factor. Aug 4at lat the Alexandra 
Hotel, Dale st, Liverpool. Roberts, Bangor 
Jones, Richard Edward, Walter Consett Searle, and William Purkiss 
Wincott, Billiter st, Merchants. Aug 6 at 12 at the Inns of Court 
Hotel, Holborn. Carritt and Son, Fenchurch st 
Jowsey, Joseph, East Coathaim, York, Builder. Aug 1 at 11 at offices 
ot Sill, Alb: rt rd, Middlesboronugh 
Knight, Inchle, Burbage, Leicester, Insurance Agent. Aug 5 at 3 at 
the George Hotel, Hinckley. Biand, Hinekley 


Aug 


Aug 6 at1l at offices 


Aug 2 at 3 at offices of 





= 

Lancaster, John, Troutbeck, Westmoreland, Shoemaker. Aug 7 at © 
at offices of Gatey, Bowness 

Langley, John, Portwood, Cheshire, Felt Hat Body Maker. Aug 5 at- 
3 at the Merchants’ Hote!, Oldham st, Manchester. Smith, Hyde 

Leonard, John Henry, Farnham, Surrey, Draper. Aug 4 at 10 at the- 
is Napier Tavern, London Fields, Hackney. Hicks, Victorig 

ark rd 

Lewrey, Jobn George, Tanbridge Wells, Confectioner. Aug 1 at 1I at. 
offices of Gorham and Warner, High st, Tunbridge 

Lowe, John, Leicester, Draper. Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Burgess and 
Williams, Berridge st, Leicester 

Marsh, George Nap, Whitechapel High st, Licensed Victualler. Aug 
5 at 12 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Holbora, Pain, Maryle. 


bone rd 
Mather, John, Bolton, Printer. Aug 6 at 12 at offices of Riley, Foldst,. 
ton 


0 

Matthews, John Henry, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Aug 2 at 12 at offices. 
of Rudland, Qaeen st, Wolverhampion 

McCarthy, Morris, Brook st, Radcliffe, General Shop Keeper. July 29- 
at 3 at 173, Ball’s Pond rd. Cooper, Chancery lane 

McCormack, Edward, Buxton, Derby, General Dealer. Aug 9 atil 
at offices of Brown and Ainsworth, Hardwicke Mount, Buxton 

Mellor, George, Scarborough, Teacher of Music. July 31 at3 at the 
Ball and Mouth Hotel, Briggate, Leeds. Crowther, Scarborough 

Merchant, Edwin, Fairford, Gioucester, Licensed Victualler. July 3! 
at 11 at the Bear Inn, Cirencester. Wilmot, fairford 

Mitting, Ebenezer Kennard, Faversham, Kent, Manufactoring 
+ rg Aug | at 2 at the Ship Hotel, Faversham. Mowli, 

over 

Moore, Farnham, Frome, Plasterer. July 30 at 12 at offices of 
McCarthy, King st, Frome 

Morgan, James Henry, Kidderminster, Tobacconist. Auz 6 at 3 at 
offices of Talbot, Church st, Kidderminster 

Morison, William, Kingston-up»n-Huli, Commission Agent. Aug 5 at 
: at — of Singleton and Martinson, Exchange bildgs, Bowlaliey. 
ane, Hu 

Mullett, William Walter, Puiham, Dorset, out of business. Aug 2 at 
3 at the Half Moon Inn, Sherborne, Watts, Yeovil 


Nash, William Rumble, Easterton, Wilts, Saddler. Aug 5 at 11 at. 
offices of Hulbert and Radcliffs, Hig st, Devizes 

Nicholson, Joseph Metcalfe, Hunslet, Surgeon, Aug 4 at 11 at offices 
of Wells, Cookridge st, Leeds 


Ogle, William, Bolton, Biscuit Manufacturer. Aug 6 at 11 at offices of 
Richardson and Marshall, Wood st, Bolton 

Orams, Jeremiah Kossuth, Chelmsford, Watchmaker. Aug 11 at 12: 
at offices of Leeming, Coleman st. Blyth, Cuelmsford 


Palmer, William, Wicklewood, Norfolk, Miller. Aug 7 at LI at officas 
of Feltham, Hingham 

Park, John, jun, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Boot Dealer. Aug 5 at 11 at 
offices of Keenlyside ard Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st 
west, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Parker, John, Huncoat, Lancashire, Stone Mason. Aug 6 at3 at the 
White Lion Iun, Huncoat. Hali and Son, Accrington 

Parry, James, Sumnerrd, Peckuam, Cheesemonger. July 31 at 3 at 
offices of Aird, Eastcheap 

Parry, Joseph, Liverpool, Glass Dealer. Aug 5 at 12 at offices of Miller 
and Co, Percy bldgs, Eberle st, Liverpool 

Partridge, Henry, Shelley, Suffoik, Farmer. Aug 8 at 3 at the White 
Lion Hotel, Hadleigh. Pollard, Ipswich 

Phillips, Thomas George, Penton piace, Walworth, Printer. July 30 
at 3 at 30, Camberwell green, Camberwell. Ody, Blackman st,. 
Southwark 

Potter, Phillip, Norton, Suffolk, Miller. Aug 4 at 12 at the Guildhall, 
Bury St Edmunds, Gross 

Powell, Charles, Blacktoft, York, Shoemaker. Aug 4 at 2 at offices of 
Hiad, Govle 

Price, Danie}, Swansea, Baker. July 30 at 10.30 at the Queen’s Hotel, 
Birmingham. Jellicoe, Swansea 

Price, Rees Lodwick, Cardidf, Builder. Aug 7 at 1lat offices of Jones, 
Philharmonic chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Prince, William Henry, Scarborough, Hotel Proprietor. Aug 1 at3 
at Abbot’s Hotel, York. Watts, Scarborough 

Roberis, Arthur Wels, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat Owner. Aug 5 at 1b 
at offices of Seago, High st, Lowestoft 

Robinson, George, Shieldfield, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Coal Merchant. 
July 31 at 1 at offices of Stewart, Side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sampson, George, Bradford, of no occupation. Aug 2 at 11 atoffices of 
Rhodes, Swan arcade, Bradford 

Savill, Charles, jan, High et, Camden town, Cheesemonger. Aug 5 at 
2 at offices ef Kennedy, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn 

Shenton, Frederick William, and Thomas Plant, jan, Meir, Stafford, 
Wheelwrights. July 31 at 3 at offices of Clarke and Hawley, Staf- 
ford st, Longton 

Shenton, Nosh, Cellarhead, Stafford, Crate Maker. July 30 at 11 at 
offices of Weich, Caroline st, Longton 

Shotton, John, sen, and John Shottun, jun, Warkworth, Northumber- 
land, Batchers, Aug 1 at 11 at offices of Middlemas, Bondgate 
without, Alnwick 

Smith, Frederick, Castle Hedingham, Essex, Plumber. July 30 at II 
at the Cups Hotel, Colchester. Mumford, Sudbury 

Smith, Thomas, Stretford, Lancashire, Draper. Aug 5 at3 at offices of 
Gaunt and Grainger, Queen’s chambers, John Dalton st, Man- 
chester 

Spry, Richard, Devonport, Baker. Aug 1 at 11 at offices of Square, 
George st, Piymouth 

Stirzaker, John, Blackpool, Builder. Aug 4 at 3 at offices of Forshaw 
and Parker, Cannon st, Preston 

Stocqueler, Gustavus Henry, Cullum st, Licensed Victualler. Aug 13 
at 2 at offices of Routh and Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

Stoneham, Thompson, Bristow-st, Hoxton, Aug 7 at 3 at offioss of 
Chapman and Bendle, Greshem bldgs, Basinghall st 

Sumption, James, Blackwood, Mon, Chemist. Aug 12 at 11 at offices 
of mene and Scott, High st, Cardiff i 

Taylor, William, Oldham, Brewer. Aug 7 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, 
Catheoral yard, Manchester, Hanche't and Watson, Oldham 

Thomas, Hopkin, Ewenny, Glamorgan, Farmer, Aug 2 at 12 at the 
Wyndham Arms Hotel, Bridgend. ees, Cowbridge 
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Todd, William, Osgodly, ae Farmer. Aug 5 at3 at the Londes- 
Hotel, Se’ 

qreeRobert Lewis, Bristol, Chemist. July 30 at 12 at the Inns of 
Court Hotel, Holborn, London. Miller, Bristol 

Udall, Robert, and Robert Jchn Udall, Manchester, Merchants, Aug 
5 at 3 at 25, Br st, Manchester. Hall and Son, Menchester 

Upham, Henry, Clifton, Gent, Aug 8at2 at offices of Denning and 
Co. Shannon ct, Bristol. Cooke and Sons, Bristol 

Wagstaff, Joseph, and John Plant, Barrow-in-Furness, Boot Dealers. 
Avg | at 1) at the Sun Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Sims, Barrow-in- 

oa Lemuel, Nottingham, Grocer, Aug 7 at 12 at offices of 
Fraser, Wheelereate, Nottingham 

Waiting, George, Barrow-in-Furness, Innkeeper. Aug 5 at Il at the 
Imperial Hotel, Barrow-in-Furness. Nalder and Jones, Barrow-in- 





wilkington, Jonathan, and William Walkington, Rradfori, Up- 
Aug l at 3 at offices of Wood, St Paul’s churchyard, 

London. Last, Bradford ? 

Walworth, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, ont of business. July 31 
at 3 at offices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Watson, Pilfold Fletcher, Headingley, Leeds, Carver, Aug 5 at 3 at 
offices of Hopps and Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

Wells, Samuel, Brookeby’s walk, Homerton, Baker. Aug 2 at 11 at7, 
Bouverie st, Fleet st. Paterson and Co : 

Welshy, Thomas, Strangewsys, Manchester, Braid Manufacturer. 
Aug 5 at 3 at offices of Slater and Co, Princess st, Manchester 

Wheatcroft, George, New Basford, Nottingham, Builder. Aug8 at 3 
at offices of Acton, Victoria st, Noitingham. Woodhouse, Notting- 


gmnead, Edward, Southport, Proprietor of a School. Aug 1 at 3 
atofiices of Thre fall, Lcndon st, Southport 

Wood, Alfred, Birmingham, Fish Dealer. Aug 7 at 3 at offices of 
Horton, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Wood, George, Normanton, York, Milkman. Aug 2 at 3 at offices of 
Marsden and Co, Wesigate, Wakefield 

Wood, Tom, Huddersfield, Coal Dealer. Aug 6 at 3 at offices of Sykes 
and Sons, Market st, Hudders field 

Wright, John, Gt Quebec st, Marylebone, Coal Merchant. Aug 6 at 3 
at offices of Evans, Eastcheap 

Wurtzburg, Edward, and Cnarles Edward Wurtzburg, Leeds, Mer- 
chants, Aug 6 at 4 at offices of North and Sons, East parade, 


Leeds 

Young, Robert, jun, and Septimus Harrison Robson, Sunderland, 
Timber Merchants. Aug2at 1) at offices of Stokoe, Fawcett st, 
Sunderland . 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa-t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entira Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Wome Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
nibited, 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
; ‘(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Will be glad to forward his new Pampblet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only pertectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 
have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and. New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 
ROBE 

















SON 
MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, . 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY SX CLERGY GOWNS, XC 
' ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
re SOLICITORS desirous of increasing their con- 


I 

nection.— Handsome Offices, well furnished, close to Bank and 
Royal Exchang , well adapted for a Solicitor desirous of being intro- 
duced to a profitable connection, Rent, £20 per quarter, payable in 
advance, including private room, use of clerk’s office, services of clerk, 
Fie firing, and hovsekeeper’s charges.—Ad¢dress, L. L, V., care of 
E. 


qaingten & Co., Advertisement Contractors, 11, Clement’s-lane, 











AW.—Wanted, Conveyancing or General Manager- 
ship, with or without a view to partnership. Advertiser would 
purchate the wrole or share of a good practice ; good testimonials ;- 
two years admitted; *ge 25; immediate employment required ; salary 
moderate.—Lerx, Winsford, Cheshire. 


AW.—A Young Solicitor Desires a Clerkship im 

Liverpool, Wigan, Bolton, or Preston, where an arrangement 

can be made for subsequently purchasing 2 share of the business.. 

Salary moderate. — Address W. 8., 10, Westcliffe-road, Birkdzle 
Park, Southport. 


I AW.—Arrears of Costs promptly worked up, Town 
4 or Country, by an experierced Bill Clerk. Intricate accounts 
adjusted cn moderate terms. References undeniable.—Address, Lex, 
2, Paradise-terrace, Hackney, E. 


"Fae ADVERTISER wishes to Article a Grandson 


to some respectable Solicitor. He is fifteen years of age, clever 
and well-educated, and has passed the Preliminary Examination, and 
would be of great assistance to any Solicitor who would give him his 
articles and a small monthly salary. Tne Advertiser would p’ovide 
the Stamp, anda smal! premium, if required.—Address, M. A. E., care 
of Messrs. Day & Wade-Gery, St. Neots, Hunts. 











| AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Auzerr Sr. Pavn 
4 (M.A. Oxvn), Solicitor, prepares gent!emen for theirPreliminary, 
Intermediate, and Final Examinations, eitber privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.C. 


Me. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, Clifford’s-inn 
4 Prizeman, Winner of the Law Society’s only Scholarsh p and 
Conveyancing Gold Medallist, 1876, reads with Gentlemen privately 
and in class for the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Solicitors 
and the Bar examinations. Honour class taken separately. Students 
prepared through the Post. Classes for November commence reading 
both in Ju'y and August, An honour class for next January will 
shortly commence. 
1, Mrrre-Covrt, NEAR Kinc’s Bence Wat, TEMPLE. 


| EQUIRED, by the friends of a Clergyman of 

moderate views, anADVOWSON or NEXT PRESENTATION 
in an agricultural district; Surrey or Sussex preferred. No agents 
need apply.—Address ‘* Frpgs,” care of Messrs, G. Street and Co., No. 
30, Cornhill, London, E.C. 


AW COURTS CHAMBERS, 33, Chancery-lane. 
— Two very good Rooms, on first floor. Rent £80.—Apply to Mr. 
Campbell’s Clerk, 13, Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 


= STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY.—Established 1825, 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1879. 

The FIFTY-IHIRD ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the Com— 
pany was held at Evinburgh, on Tuesday, the 22nd ¢f April, 1879 
HEN RY DAVIDSON, Esq., Muirhouse, in the Chair, when the follow 
ing results were communicated :— 

Amount preposed for Assurance during the year 1878 

ED 1 ee ara «yf Ss 

An Ou rtoi Assurances accepted during the year 1878 




















{RTE GRUNDY ania dcnnesat ccksisntinstinnasncsitione 
Aniua! Prem:ums on new Policies during the year 1878 
Claims by death durng the year 1878, exclusive of 

bonus additions ..........0008 bcos i enieiamlieanaat eutentuctiet . 
Amount of Assurances accepted during the last five 

AN Diacasiiccenecs:cns steenttiiinnesdaseantaliitaninaegeienaidiites temas 
Pr ne Assurances at 15th November, 1878 (of 

which £1,509,911 las. 9d. is Re-assured with other 

CTR) sercesnceserene snes ssttinernsnaiasennttaptinncasinctseel eoces.-s 19,005,152 1 3B 
Revenue, upwards of £800,000 Sterling per ancum. 
Accumulatec Funds, upwards of Five Milhons and a Quarter Sterling. 

The Report, Tables of Rates, and all further information can be ob- 
tained on application, 

Colonia] and Foreign Assurances.—Assurances granted on the lives 
of persons proceeding abroad. Branch offices and agencies in India 
and all the British Co'onies, 

H, JONES WILLIAMS, General Secretary for England. 

London—82, King Wiliiam-street, E.C., and 3, Pall Mall East, S.W. 

Edinburgh —3 and 5, George-street (Head O3ice), 

Dublin—66, Upper Sackville-street, 


1,111,065 3 4 
38,476 lL 5 


439,897 13 8 
6,220,934 10 7 





JEVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in: 
W Landed or Fanded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
(LIMITED). 
10, LANCASTER-PLACK, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, £480,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F. 8, CLAYTON, 
C, H. CLAYTON, 


[JNION BANK OF AUSTRALIA. 





Joint 
Secretaries 





Established 1837, 
Paid-up capital .... ° 
Reser ve fund 


£1,487,500 
80 


«cece ce eseneccccccecs 0, 
LETTEKS of ChEDIT and BILLS on DEMAND, or at Thirty Days” 
Sight, are granted on the Bank’s Branches throughout Australia and 


New Zealund. BILLS on the Colonies are negotiated and sent for 
collection, DEPOSITS are received, at notice, and for fixed period>, oa 
terms which may be ascertainsd on application. 
W.R. MEWBURN, Manager. 
1, Bank-buildings, Lothbury, London, E.0. A 
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ep eee DEBENTURES BEARING 5, 53, 

and 6 per cent. interest of THE NEW ZEALAND AGRI- 
CULTURAL COMPANY (Livited). Capital £1,000,000, in 50.000 
Shares of £20 each. Shares allotted, Hide wed fully-paid un Shares 
allotted to the vedors, £570,000. Uncalled Capitgl on aay £175,000. 

TRUSSEES FOR DEBENTURE HOLDERS. 
Sir Daniel Cooper, Bart., Sir W.J. M. Cuninghame, Bart., M.P., and 
Sir Sydney Water'ow, Bart., M.P. 
DIRECT ‘ 

William Clark, E«q., C.E. Captain R. C. Mayne, R. N., C.B. 
W. J. Mudie Larna:h, Esq.,C.M.G., | R. M. Robertson, Esq. ° 

late Colonial Treasurer and | T. Selby Tanered, Esq. 

Minister of Railways, New| Sir Julius Vogel, K %. M.G., late 

Zealand. Premier of New Zealand, 
Major-General Patrick Maxwell. 

SOLICITORS. 
Messrs. Jchn Moeckrell & Co., 21, Cannon-street, London. 

The Directors of the New Zealand Agricultural Company, Limited, 
are issuing Mortgage D: bentures for periods of three years, bearing 
interest »t 5 per cent., for five years at 54 per cent., and for sever 
years at 6 rer cent. per annum respectively. 

Particulars on application to J.S. CAVELL, Secretary, 

110, Cannon-street, London, E.C. 





SIXTH ISSUE OF SHARES. 
Hesse PROPERTY and INVESTMENT COM. 


PANY (Limited), 92, Cannon-street, London, E.0., seven doors 
east of the Cannon-street Station. —Oapital £1,000,000, in 40000 fully 
Paid-up Shares of £25 each, for the Parchase ‘and Sale of productive 
and progre-sive Honse Property, and IMPROVING the DWELLINGS 
of the WORKING CLASSES on the SELF-SUPPORTING PRINOIPLE. 
Registered March 15, 1876. 

CAPITAL ALLOTTED. 
Ist issue at Par, 4000 shares, amount £100,000 
2nd gy = premium, 4,009 shares, ,, 100,000 
ae 4,000 shares, ot 100,000 
o ry 4,000 shares, a 100,000 
9” £4 4,000 shares, ” 100,008 
” £5 912 shares, = 23,550 
20,942 £523,550 
The SIXTH ISSUE of 4,00 SHARES, £25, at £5 PER SHARE 
Premium. 942 HAVE E BEEN ALREADY ALLOTTED, and the re- 
mainder are in course of allotment. 
The present Premium has been fixed to place ona fair level the Old 
Shareholder: and the Present Entrants. 
Farther PROFITABLE R7-SALES have beon made. 
ESTATFS PURCHASED, 125, for £610,248. 
RESERVE FUN!) UPWARDS of £27,000. 
NUMSER of SHAR“HOLDERS, 1,848. 
PROFIT of THIRD YEAR NEARLY EIGHT PER CENT. 
CURRENT KATE of INTEREST on SHARES, SIX-AND-A- 
QUARTER PER CENT. 
Third Annnal Report, Balance Sheet, Share Application Forms, 
Pamphlet entitled ‘‘Seventeen Facts,” and all other information, 
apply to W. H. BASDEN, Secretary. 


OREIGN and COLONIAL GOVERNMENT 
TRUSTS and AMERICAN INVESTMENT TRUST. 





The number of Certificates deposited in assent to the Plan of Con- 
rolidation ard Re-construction now amounts to 33,716, out of a total of 
37,745. Certificate holders who have not yet deposited are re’om- 
mended to do so without delay, the Chief Clerk of the Master of the 
Rolls having fixe’ the Ist September as the last day for receiving 
claims under these Trust's, and the 30th of October for adjudicatin g 
upon them. 

The 3ist of August will, therefore, probably b2 the last day for re- 

ceiving cer! ificates for conversion into stock of the new c ompanies. 

Interest on the Certificates of the Foreign and Colonial Government 
Trust to the 1-+t Murch, and on the American Investment Trust to the 
15th Merch, is now in coarse of payment. 

Full particulars can be obtained at the office of the Trustees. 

By order of the Trustees, 
ROBERT B. ROSE, Secretary. 

No. 6, ania, Westminster Abbey, S.W., 

22nd Jaly, 1879. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C. 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Daart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 7s. 6d., 75. 9d.,and 9s, 9d. per ream. 

Baier Parser, 15s, 6d., 178. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Foorscar Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d, per ream. 

Cream-Laip Nore, 3s., 4s., and 5s. per ream, 

Lareet Caram-iaip Note, 48. 64., 68. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lance Buve Nore, 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Envetorgs, Cream on Buve, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 

Tue “ Tempie’’ Envevore, extra secure, 9s. 6d, per 1000, 

FoorscaPp Orrictat Envevores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

ParTeipce & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Civs-Hovsr Nore, 9s. 64, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of worthlees 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe that 
gach sheet bears the facsimile water-mark, ‘‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

InDENTURE Skins, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s, 5d, 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

Semmes on Fottowers, Ruled, 2s. 14, each, 24s. per dozen, 115s, per 
roll, 

Recogps om Memoniats, 84, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Le dgers Dey Books, Cash Books, Let'er or Minu © Pooks. 
An immense stoc iu various bindings, 





ch, 288. per 


AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND” 
SOLICITORS. sy 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS 


This new Ink supplies the demand continual'y made bat 
before met, for a Red Ink which is awinjured by Steel or of) 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not in 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens in the least corroded 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose thelr 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pen-. This new colour 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of gn 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen. * 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s.,3¢; and Imperial Quarts ¢ 
49 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and Is. each, a 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. q 


Every requisitc ower 1 the above Acts cts supplied on the shortestn 








F 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily pring 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE Gf 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICH 
SEALS designed and executed. ¥y 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO, 


tioners, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
49, FLEET. STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of Serjea: 
inn). 
Annual] and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


YATES & ALEXANDER, 
LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AN 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.C,: 
[Previously styled Chancery Buildings.] 





Every description of printing executed with the utmost 
and upon reasonable terms, 
Entrance through the Corridor of the Ne 
Buildings—opposite the Post Office, Chance 
Lane. 





IEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF ME 


A SLIGHT ADDITION OF THE EXTRACT GIVES GRE 
= tpg ts AND FLAVOUR TO -OUPS, MADE DISH) 
SAUCES, AND EFFECTS GREAT ECONOMY. | 


INBIG- COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEA 


Ceution.—Genuine only with ns of Baron Liebig’s sig 
ture in blue ink caross label. 
MM) 


_TEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF 


In use in most households throughout the Kingdom. 


IEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF ME 


K™nn 8 LL WHISKY. 


INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild 
Mellow, Delicious and most Wholesome. Universally 
mendad by the Profession. The Cream of Old trish Whiskies, 


INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Dr. Hassall sa 
4 ~ Soft and Mellow, Pure, well Matured, and of very excell 
quality. 


INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, 
Exhibition, 1878; Dublin Exhibition, 1865, the Gold 
20, Great Titchfield Street, London, W. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESI 


The Medical Profession for over Forty Years have approved of this 
solution as the best remedy for 
ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HEADACHE, G0 
and INDIGESTION, 


And as the safest Aperient for Delicate Constitutions, 
Children, and Infants. 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESI 

















